Vou. 84. 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


451 








Central Law Journal. 


ST. LOUIS, MO., JUNE 22, 1917. 








THE LAWYER’S DUTY AS TO CLIENT’S 
ATTACKING GOVERNMENTAL POWER 
DURING THE WAR. 


To practice law is not a natural right. 
To hold oneself out to represent others be- 
fore judicial tribunals has been recognized 
from time immemorial, but the theory is 
that this aids, and does not obstruct, the ad- 
tninistration of justice. Accordingly it has 
been prescribed that not only shall there be 
a qualification in presumptive knowledge, 
but also a qualification in character, for the 
lawyer. 

Should one who has acquired an ill-fame 
in his propaganda of theories subversive 
of organized permitted 
to appear for others in its constituted tri- 


government be 


bunals created to apply its principles in 


favor of or against asserted rights ? 


For this reason many have insisted, that 
the sentiment attributed, as we remember, 
to Lord Brougham, that in a case the law- 
yer should know his client above every- 
thing else, is bad in principle and inconsist- 
ent with the privilege to represent a client. 
The right to exercise this privilege corre- 
lates rather with honorable dealing with 
courts. It unites opposing counsel in a 
case with the judges in its disinterested so- 
lution. 


While it is true that, if a judge has any 
bias or financial interest in the result this 
may disqualify him, this disqualification is 
greatly statutory, and statute has not pre- 
scribed it for attorneys. Undoubtedly there 
is power to prescribe it. 

Looking, then, at our high calling as but 
the manifestation of grace to the end of the 
better securing of the beneficial ends of 
government, the question presents itself as 
to what is true professional conduct in a 
war where government is fighting for its 


existence. How far may an attorney rep- 





resent a client in the assertion of a right 
which, if the assertion is sustained, will in- 
terfere with the struggle which the donor of 
the privilege to a lawyer to be heard in 
courts for that client, is making for its very 
life? 

The suppression of this privilege is far 
from a denial of the right of free speech. 
The lawyer stands by grace in a representa- 
tive capacity. His principal, it may be con- 
ceded, may have the right to voice his 
views, but he may not delegate it to another 
whose right to appear for him is circum- 
scribed by other considerations than are 
found within the four corners of his power 
of attorney. 

These reflections come to us from the fact 
of our noticing through the public prints 
an attack by a Chicago attorney, in behalf 
of a client, on the draft law, whereby the 
President under act of Congress is proceed- 
ing to raise an army for the defense of this 
country. Should our courts allow an at- 
torney to assail, in behalf of another, the 
very vitals of such a law? 

And suppose an attorney, endowed, by 
grace of privilege, to appear for clients, 
might be received by the courts to repre- 
sent a client in a controversy, which aims 
at crippling his government in its effort at 
self-preservation, what is his duty in the 
premises? Should he consent to essay the 
role of Sampson in pulling down the pillars 
of a temple to irretrievable ruin? 

Is patriotism merely a material thing, or 
is it a moral obligation? We know that 
an attorney is under oath to deal fairly by 
the courts as a condition to his appearing 
therein. We know that he may not become 
a mere casuist as to his moral duties. We 
know there are ideals which may inconveni- 
ently interfere with his going to the full 
length of a client’s desire. When he is 
employed the client knows all of this. Shall 
an attorney and his client sit like squat 
toads and the former lend his listening ear 
to a recital of the base designs of the latter ? 
Cicero, in a pagan age, appears to have had 
a nobler view than this. 
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The profession of the law has represent- 
ed and created its civilizing tendencies in 
every age, and but for its independent spirit 
the servile spirit of such judges as Jeffries 
would have left as our heritage but scant 
measure of the liberty we enjoy. In every 
time of stress in our own government, 
dedicated to equal rights, the lawyer has 
aroused the people to danger and rallied 
them to the defense of themselves. The 
names of James Otis and Patrick Henry 
will live long in American history for their 
fulminations against tyranny. But what in- 
fluence would these have had, if back 
of their words there had not been the 
reputation of an honorable profession in- 
stead, as our detractors charge, of dealers in 
“the quillets of the law?” 

Our profession and our judiciary are 
servants of the people for the upholding of 
our government in its fullest integrity. God 
grant that no suspiciori of disloyalty may 
ever attach to their skirts, while our soldiers 
are pouring out their blood for our liberty. 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 





CERTIORARI—FUNCTION OF COURT IN- 


REVIEW OF JUDGMENT OF CIVIL SERVICE 
COMMISSION.—With much elaboration and re- 
fined argumentation, the Iowa Supreme Court 
holds that statutory certiorari as a means of 
review of the findings of a civil service com- 
mission goes far beyond the office of such a 
writ at common law and embraces the right of 
a reviewing court to substitute its judgment 
on a question of fact for that of the commis- 
sion. Butin vy. Civil Service Commission of 
Iowa, 162 N. W. 565. 


In the face of a statement of this kind it 
would seem that the statute ought to be very 
specific to accomplish such a result. In saying 
this we make no point whatever as to the way 
to apply for a review of findings by a commis- 
sion. If the statute had remitted a complain- 
ant to his remedy by appeal, it is conceivable 
that the legislature might for reasons of ex- 
pedition given him choice by certiorari or 
made the latter exclusive. Here, however, the 
reviewing court admitted jurisdiction and evi- 





dence to authorize the commission’s finding, 
if correctly viewed. But it took the evidence 
the commission passed on and ruled differently 
upon the weight of that evidence. And the 
Supreme Court affirms the finding of the re- 
viewing court without once saying it thought 
its judgment on the merits was to be preferred 
to that of the commission. 

What we are in doubt about is, whether this 
makes a virtual finality of the reviewing 
court’s judgment, though there be as certain a 
remedy from the reviewing court as to that 
court. And what, we ask, is there in the way 
of presumption of correctness of the findings 
of a special tribunal? Has it less stand- 
ing than has a master in chancery? He may 
be merely a chance Official, but the trend of 
decision is, especially as to public service com- 
mission cases for public utilities, to regard 
tribunals appointed to do particular work as 
being composed of members with special quali- 
fications in their line. What particular pre- 
sumption attends a judge passing on facts and 
these, too, as shown by a dry transcript there- 
of? What is the use of a commission anyway, 
if their acts in strict accordance with their 
jurisdiction may be set aside, because some 
judge may not look at facts as they do? There 
is much said in the opinion in the way of ten- 
der solicitude for soldiers under the Soldiers’ 
Preference Law. But this leads us to think 
their surest safety is in reliance upon commis- 
sions who are to consider their cases. 





SAFETY APPLIANCES—PROXIMATE AND 
NOT IMMEDIATE, CAUSE OF INJURY.—In 
Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Layton, 37 Sup. Ct. 
456, it is held that the requirement of auto- 
matic car couplers is not solely for the pro 
tection of employes going between cars, but 
for all employes who might be injured proxi- 
mately, but not immediately, from non-com- 
pliance with the safety appliance acts. 

In this case the injury was to a switchman, 
who was thrown from the car of a standing 
train by the impact against it of several cars 
which an engine had pushed against, but not 
coupled with, bécause they were not equipped 
with automatic couplers. These cars were 
started by the engine, which itself stopped so 
as to have prevented the cars from striking 
the train had they have become coupled. 

The court, by Justice Clark, said: “While it 
is undoubtedly true that the immediate occa- 
sion for passing the laws requiring automatic 
couplers was the great number of deaths and 
injuries caused to employes who were obliged 
to go between cars to couple and uncouple 
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them, yet these laws, as written, are by no 
means confined in their terms to the protection 
of employes only when so engaged. The lan- 
guage of the acts and the authorities we have 
cited make it entirely clear that the liability 
in damages to employes for failure to comply 
with the law springs from its being made un- 
lawful to use cars not equipped as required— 
not from the position the employe may be in, 
or the work which he may be doing at the 
moment when he is injured. This effect can 
be given to the acts and their wise and hu- 
mane purpose can be accomplished only by 
holding, as we do, that carriers are liable to 
employes in damages whenever the failure to 
obey these Safety Appliance Laws as the prox- 
imate cause of injury to them, when engaged in 
the discharge of duty.” 


This statement about “wise and humane pur- 
pose” extending legislation so as to embrace 
injuries or accidents beyond what the law 
would not fairly be considered to embrace is a 
facile sort of statement to make, and it opens 
quite widely perspective as to things not 
dreamed of by legislators. 

It remits, so to speak, the question of exten- 
sion, by construction, to the individual view of 
judges regarding the quality of a legislative act. 
As to this there may be diversity of opinion. 





CARRIERS OF GOODS — DRAWEE OF 
DRAFT WITH BILL OF LADING ATTACHED 
PAID BY THIRD PERSON. — Frank Adam 
Co. v. Orpheum Theatre Co., 193 S. W. 908, 
decided by Kansas City (Mo.) Court of Ap- 
peals, holds, that where goods were shipped, 
one shipment being by railroad on bill of lad- 
ing accompanying draft for a named sum, and 
the other C. O. D., then a third person paying 
the draft and the C. O. D. amount acquires 
title to the property shipped. 

The facts show that a St. Louis concern was 
applied to for credit by the contractor of a 
building in Kansas City, who was owing it a 
past due account, the goods being intended to 
go into said building and for which the St. 
Louis concern, if the goods were sold, would 
be entitled to a lien if they went into the 
building. It was arranged between vendor and 
vendee to ship the goods and make draft for 
old account and in part payment for the goods 
shipped, in two shipments, railroad and ex- 
press. The contractor, not being financially 
able to take up the draft, arranged with the 
owner of the building that he should take it 
up, which being done, the bank turned over to 
him the draft marked paid and the bill of 
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lading. The St. Louis concern sought to en- 
force a mechanics’ lien against the building for 
the balance of its account on the goods which 
went into the building. 

The court in affirming the court below in 
rendering judgment for defendant owner of the 
building, said: “A bill of lading stands for the 
property and a delivery of the bill, even with- 
out indorsement, is a symbolical delivery of 
the property. * * * In this case plaintiff put 
out the bill of lading with knowledge of the 
law that a delivery of the bill to a third party 
was a transfer of the title to that property 
whenever the money condition for such trans- 
fer was complied with. Plaintiff put it in the 
power of the (contractor) to transfer the prop- 
erty through a transfer of the bill, and it 
should not be allowed to harm such transferee, 
who knew nothing of its agreement with the 
(contractor).” 

This reasoning does not seem to us to touch 
the real question involved. The owner did 
know that the goods were shipped as material 
to go into his building and, had the goods have 
been shipped on a straight bill of lading, he 
could not have purchased them from the con- 
signee-contractor and used them in his build- 
ing without taking the risk of their having 
been bought on credit. Is this situation 
changed by the fact that he paid a draft as a 
condition of their delivery to the consignee? 
It seems to us that he could not take the place 
of the drawee of the draft upon some arrange- 


, ment with him. The bank, as collecting agent, 


had no right to do anything but collect, not 
transfer the draft. When, therefore, he paid 
the draft he paid it as agent of the drawee, 
and when he acquired the bill of lading he did 
this in the same capacity. There was then no 
delivery to him of the bill of lading at all but 
only a delivery to him as agent of the drawee. 

By whatever agreement his principal is 
bound, so also is his agent bound. In other 
words, the source of the agent’s rights lies in 
whom the agent represents, a principle which 
needs no elaboration in argument. 

While it may be true that a bill of lading 
may be delivered so as to pass title without 
any indorsement, yet that would not apply to 
one acting as agent of the intended consignee, 
and that consignee, as above said, could not 
pass title to such an one as this owner was 
without his taking chances on the property hav- 
ing been fully paid for. This seller, with his 
right to a lien, was certainly as well protected 
as a vendor in a conditional sales contract. 

This reasoning also applies to the C. O. D. 
shipment. 
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HAS CREATIVE GENIUS AND ORIG- 
INALITY IN THE LEARNED 
PROFESSIONS BEEN IMPAIRED 
BY TOO MUCH ORGANIZA- 
TION? 

The above title represents a present-day 
controversy of growing intensity in every 
valk of life. 
nation of all initiative. 
machine of which the individuals are only 


Organization is robbing the 
It is creating a vast 
so many spokes. It is working its way into 
all classes of business. Religion and pleas- 
ure are not free from it, and even the pro- 
fessions, most individualistic of all enter- 
prises, are feeling the baneful effect of it. 

Thus, the profession of medicine is chaf- 
ing to-day under the restraints imposed by 
big foundations for the discovery of reme- 
dies for disease. These foundations, ac- 
cording to the London Lancet, usually 
contrary, dis- 

The Science, 
an American publication, takes up the fight 


discover nothing; on the 
courage individual initiative. 


against “organizing” science, and its ob- 
servations are worthy of careful reflection. 


It Says: 


“One wonders what institution or or- 
ganization Newton or Darwin belonged to, 
without which ‘they would have exerted 
only a very small influence.’ * * * An army 
wins a battle, but the creative thinking is 
commonly done by some one Napoleon. The 
writer knows of a case recently where an 
organization worked on a problem for many 
months without achieving anything except 
more or less useful (mostly trivial) data. 
But one day a member not working on that 
problem, devoted some high-tension think- 
ing to the subject, aided by a happy com- 
bination of other knowledge, and was able 
to see the solution of the whole question on 
radically different lines. 

“Other scientists would do well to take a 
leaf from the surgeon’s book. Certainly in 
part, the high position of American surgery 
is owing to the fact that the surgeon’s work 
is his own. I presume that the Mayo broth- 
ers have an ‘executive,’ precisely as any 
hospital has a manager, who attends to the 
buying of supplies, etc.; but nobody ever 
heard of him. It is curious how American 





surgeons have been able to do such good 
work with no ‘executive surgeons’ to occupy 
the center of the stage, and make them co- 
operate. Incredible as it may seem, in this 
field the mahogany roll-top desk is not the 
greatest thing in the world.” 

Another American publication, Current 
O pinion, takes up the fight against organiza- 
tion, and in speaking of the Lancet’s com- 
plaint, says: 

“The source of the difficulty hinted at 
here is a mania for organization, the mania 
in question being most acute in this country 
at this time. It may be an aspect of the 
commercialism which tends so often to de- 
feat its own purpose. ‘The fundamental 
error is a belief that an individual can exert 
only a small influence except as a member 
of an organization. The truth is that or- 
ganization often discourages genius in the 
scientific field by robbing it of incentive. 
The inspirational quality is gone when or- 
ganization reaches its logical conclusion. 
There is very little disposition in the great 
research laboratories of our time to reward 
ability, to recognize genius, to bring out the 
capacity of the individual. The aim is team 
work, associated effort. Experience shows 
that originality is not expressed through 
the medium of team work. In a word, the 
research laboratories owe their failure to 
make progress with such problems as they 
were organized to solve because the human 
is alien to them.” 

Viewing the question in its still larger 
aspect, the editor of the New York Nation 
delivers the punch that should make the 
“organizers” groggy. It says: 

“Wherever two or three are gathered to- 
gether, and even where they are not gath- 
ered together, some one is on his way to 
organize them. In the madness for 
organization we have long since lost sight 
of the end in the means; we have forgotten 
that neither the fruition nor the advance- 
ment of human life can take place in the 
absence of individual freedom and creative- 
ness, and we have come to believe that the 
sole meaning of life and of culture’ is—to 
be organized. The loss in efficiency is very 
great indeed.” 
is here no idea of 
discarding organization. It has its uses 
as well as its abuses. An organization is 
useful only so far as it is an effective dis- 


Of course there 
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tributing agency for some man’s creative 
genius. It has no ability to create anything 
itself. 

The law, of all professions, is the most 
individualistic. It is less organized, and 
its members exercise greater freedom in 
achievement than in any other phase of 
human endeavor. Thus some lawyers in 
New York once tried the idea of organizing 
corporations to practice law, but the new 
immediately struck 


organizations were 


down by the courts. No court wishes tg 
deal with an organization ; it will consent to 
confer only with men. 

Even our large law firms are finding it 
difficult to organize and maintain a capable 
administration force. Not long ago a cap- 
able trial lawyer in Chicago refused a gen- 
erous guarantee to join the trial force of 
a great law firm. He declared that he pre- 
ferred to earn less and enjoy independence 
than to earn more and be a mere cog in a 
big machine. This man showed the right 
The tendency to organize great law 
It clearly leads 
to commercialism and destroys the highest 
and best ideals of the profession. We are 
here referring not to the men who compose 
the partnership and who retain their indi- 
viduality, but to the men, sometimes of 
more than ordinary ability, who are in- 


spirit. 
firms should be resisted. 


duced by attractive guarantees or salaries, 
to give up their individuality to serve the 
purposes of an organization. 

The same thing is true of bar associa- 
tions. Such associations are useful for pur- 
poses of fraternity and to maintain the 
ethical ideals of the profession, but the 
multiplication of committees and sub-com- 
mittees within these associations to solve 
this problem or that problem, constitutes a 
weakness rather than a benefit. 

After studying the bar association re- 
ports of the various states, one will be 
struck with the utter feebleness and trite- 
Take one in- 
A committee of a certain state as- 


ness of committee reports. 
stance: 
sociation was formed to draw a bill on a 
matter of some importance, to be presented 





to the legislature. The chairman reported 
he had called several meetings of the com- 
mittee, but only a few had responded. At 
last a bill was whipped into shape just 
previous to the annual meeting. It was 
torn to pieces on the floor of the conven- 
tion and sent back to the committee. Every 
member of the committee refused to ac- 
knowledge the bill as a child of his brain, 
and most of them excused themselves by 
saying they had been too busy to give the 
matter serious attention. 

Bar associations have properly been giv- 
But 
their share in this meed of praise will, on 


en credit for much constructive work. 


investigation, be found to be limited to the 
fact that they simply afforded an unob- 
structed channel for some creative legal 
mind to float an original idea. 

We offer these suggestions now, not be- 
cause there is any immediate danger of 
impairing individual initiative in the legal 
profession by organization, but simply to 
keep fresh in the mind the subtle encroach- 
ments of a “disease,” if it might so be 
termed, that often gives no sign of its ap- 
proach until the victim is beyond hope of 


recovery. A. H. R. 





A PLEA TO ABOLISH FOOLISH- 
NESS IN THE LAW. 


The law is said to be the perfection of 
reason. It is commonly supposed that 
Lord Coke said the law is nothing but rea- 
son. A familiar maxim of the law is, 
“Cessante ratione legis, cessat ipsa lex.” lt 
an indictment were laid against the legal 
profession, in the court of public opinion, 
charging it with having attempted to apply 
rules of reason to human affairs and hav- 
ing made mankind pay for the experiment, 
a plea of guilty would be entered voluntar- 
ily. 

However, the fact remains that common 
sense is still the rarest thing on earth and 
that, in spite of the progress which has 
been made in discovering what reason is, 
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the legal profession is still groping in the 
dark. Although it would be inexact and 
unfair to say that it is “the perfection of 
unreason,”’ still, no doubt, every fair mind- 
ed lawyer will concede that a great deal of 
rank foolishness is practiced by the pro- 
iession in attempting to discover and apply 
rules of reason. The following facts will 
bear this out: 


Here is the record of a case on appeal 
which involves about $200,000, belonging 
to somebody under the banking laws of the 
state of New York. The record as printed 
consists of 577 pages. The title of the case, 
which is on the cover, of course, is re- 
printed twenty-two times in the record, 
which amounts to eleven pages, each repe- 
tition covering about half a page. The 
names and addresses of the attorneys of 
record are printed no less than ten times. 
What the good of this can possibly be ex- 
cept to benefit printers, no human being 
could see. Then the summons is printed in 
full. It bears no relation whatever to the 
appeal. Why should the record be encum- 
bered with a useless thing? Next, the veri- 
fications of pleadings are printed in full. 
Qui bono? Only the printers can answer 
that question. The notices of appeal which 
are purely formal are also printed in full, 
and finally two whole pages are given over 
to stipulations by the attorneys settling the 
case on appeal and formal orders closing 
the record for the appellate division. Surely 
since the parties were agreed as to the pro- 
per contents of the record and their stipu- 
lation was filed, it was not necessary to 
print it. Some things should be allowed to 
pass by necessary implication. 


Now this is only one record out of many 
thousands which are in existence, before the 
various appellate courts of the state of New 
York and other states at the present time. 
They are all more or less alike in form. All 
show a tremendous waste of time, energy 
and money in the preparation and printing 
of useless papers. ‘The least possible esti- 
mate of waste in money per lawyer in for- 





malities of appeals would be $10 per annum. 
As there are at least 25,000 lawyers in the 
state of New York it means $250,000 a 
year in money in New York alone. 
Within the last quarter century, the law- 
years of this state have probably thrown 
away $10,000,000 of their clients’ money 
in printing useless matters on appeals. Far 
better had the learned profession mended 
its ways, saved this money to the clients 
and given the attorneys themselves more 
time for feeding chickens or milking cows. 


Now for the worst. The law presumes, 
of course, that judges at least know their 
business. Just plain everyday lawyers are 
held responsible for mistakes of opinions 
in which they indulge to the disadvantage 
of their clients. There is a tendency to 
make them live up to the presumption of 
law that they know their business but, by 
reason of bias and over zeal for their 
clients, they generally overshoot the mark 
one way or another. With judges of high 
courts there is no come-back in damages 
for mistaken opinions. Little judges must 
look out. Sometimes they are made to 
smart for mistakes, however honestly made, 
with regard to the jurisdiction of their 
courts and so on. But the presumption 
that even high judges know the law is 
sometimes rudely shaken. One or two il- 
lustrations will serve to point a remedy. 


Some years ago the legislature of the 
state of New York passed an act permit- 
ting a person liable for the support of a 
child of the age of one year and upward 
to take a life insurance policy thereon, “the 
amount payable under. which may be made 
to increase with advancing age and which 
shall not exceed the sum specified in the 
following table” * * * “between the ages of 
seven and eight years, $168.” 


A case involving construction of this law 
came before one of the learned appellate 
divisions of the state of New York. It was 
there held, following the lead of the old 
common pleas in New York county, that so 
long as the amount of insurance in one 
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policy did not exceed the limit specified in 
the act, the insurance was all right and 
could be recovered. All the justices of the 
appellate division concurred in this view. 
An appeal was taken to the court of ap- 
peals where Cullen, Ch., J., put on his 
glasses and took a look at it. After think- 
ing it over and looking up a few authorities 
and recalling a few maxims of interpreta- 
tion, among which was the -following, “Ev- 
ery interpretation which leads to an ab- 
surdity should be rejected,” he delivered 
himself of an opimion which was concurred 
in by all his brethren and was in part as 


follows: 


“The learned appellate division has held 
that the statutory provision in question lim- 
its only the amount in which the person 
liable for the support of a child may in- 
sure its life by a single policy, but in no 
respect limits the total amount of insurance 
that may be effected upon such life” * * * 
“What possible ground can be suggested 
by the most ingenious mind for the require- 
ment that unlimited insurance should be 
effected* only by several policies, each of 
which should not exceed the sum prescribed 
by the statute? The evil said to be guarded 
against by this statute, is the neglect or ac- 
tual maltreatment of infants of tender 
years by those liable for their support, for 
the purpose of making pecuniary profit out 
of the infant’s death. This result could be 
effected by limiting the amount of insur- 
ance permitted on the infant’s life, not 
at all by limiting the amount of a single pol- 
icy, if other policies were to be permitted.” 
x * * 


He therefore says of the interpretation 
put on the act by the appellate division, 
“This construction seems to me to render 
the statutory provision simply absurd.”* 


Of course, the judges who were turned 
down had a good laugh when they read the 
sage words of the court of appeals. They 
knew, too, that they had done an absurd 
thing, for the legislature could never have 
intended to lay a bait for wicked parents 
to over-insure their children and kill them 
in order to get the money. 


(1) Flynn v. Prudential Ins. 267 N.. Y. 


315. 


Co., 


‘ 





But the court of appeals itself has been 
caught napping. A recent case in 
the United States Supreme Court is that 
of ex parte United States.* It brought up 
the question of the right of the govern- 
ment to insist upon the infliction of a pen- 
alty on a man who had been convicted of 
embezzlement of the funds of a national 
bank. The federal judge in whose court 
he was convicted, for considerations ap- 
pealing to his humanity, suspended sentence 
and adjourned the term of the court for 
the time of minimum punishment allowed 
by law, to-wit, five years. The prosecutor 
10t being satisfied applied for mandamus to 
compel the judge to punish the prisoner. 
Upon the judge’s refusal, an appeal was 
taken to the highest court in the country, 
where Chief Justice White delivered an 
opinion which was concurred in by the full 
bench. In reviewing the authorities the 
Chief Justice ran across the Forsyth case,* 
where the court of appeals unanimously 
said that the right to suspend sentence and 
practically deny punishment was undoubt- 
edly the inherent right of all judges at com- 
mon law. The judge writing the opinion 
for the court of appeals cited Lord Hale 
and Chitty on Criminal Law, quoting from 
the former as follows: “This power be- 
longed of common right to every tribunal 
invested with authority to award execution 
in a criminal case.” Chief Justice White 
seemed to smell a mouse here, as he had 
looked over all the authorities in this coun- 
try and many abroad; trying to find out 
what to do in the important case under con- 
sideration of himself and brethren as above 
set forth. Thereupon, with the assistance 
of the attorney general he made a re-ex- 
amination of Hale’s Pleas of the Crown, 
and other books on the common law, and 
concluded that the court of appeals had 
made a mistake. He proceeded to prove it 
in lucid reasoning, adding that it was finally 
“shown by the fact that the quotation from 
Hale’s Pleas of the Crown made in the 


very 


(2) 242 U. S., at page 27. 
(3) 141 N. Y. 288. 
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opinion, contains clauses supporting the 
Opinion expressed as to the common law, 
when in fact the clauses in question, it 
would seem, were by some error in cita- 
tion mistakenly attributed to Hale. We 
say this because the clauses referred to and 
attributed to Hale in the quotation are not 
found in any edition of the Pleas of the 
Crown which we have been able to examine, 
and it is stated by counsel for the United 
States that after diligent search, no pas- 
sage containing the clauses has been dis- 
covered, and the existence of any edition 
of the work containing them is not pointed 
out by opposing counsel.” 


So, what the court of appeals decided in 
the Forsyth case was not based on the com- 
mon law at all. An examination of the 
briefs filed with the record discloses that 
the judge writing the opinion was misled 
by one of the attorneys who quoted an en- 
cyclopedia. All the judges were supposed 
to know what the common law was and one 
of them undoubtedly ran afoul of a pur- 
poseful or negligent quotation of Hale, and, 
assuming that it was all right, he put it in 
his opinion, and all the rest said that if he 
would vouch for it they would let it pass. 
That is the way the law is frequently prac- 
ticed and established. 


After all, the Supreme Court of the 
United States had to admit, in turning 
down the district judge who had suspended 
sentence and the court of appeals of New 
York for having decided the common law 
wrong, that justice was on the side of those 
How like life generally 
offenders are often 


who had erred. 
speaking, wherein 
“more sinned against than sinning.” So, 
the chief justice found that some of the 
states were habitual offenders, notably 
Massachusetts, where the practice of total 
suspension of sentence had long existed, 
was recognized by statutes and they had a 
way in hard cases calling for tender heart- 
edness of laying “the case on file.” He 
and his brethren found themselves without 
statutory aid to do this—they were obliged 





to declare the law—but they had the right 


to “lay the case on file” until the end of: 


the term at which judgment was pro- 
nounced, and they proceeded to do ‘that, 
swith the assumed consent of the attorney 
general and meanwhile they cried aloud 
“for executive clemency or such other ac- 
tion as may be required to meet the situa- 
tion.” 


This illuminating case from the Supreme 
Court of the United States, however, car- 
ries at least two valuable suggestions: One 
is that every appellate court should have 
the aid of an expert, a real first-class law- 
year, whose services should be invoked ex- 
clusively, in looking up authorities and tell- 
ing the judges what the law is. 


It would be a queer kind of a judge who 
could not write it down, if some reliable 
lawyer would find the law and point it out 
to him in the book. Congress and the leg- 
islatures, in the interest of economy and 
for the promotion of the general welfare, 
should take a look at all these matters, and 
provide these additional offices in the ap- 
pellate courts. Their terms should be for 
life and their salaries should be not less 
than $25,000 each. here would be some 
difficulty of course in finding lawyers ade- 
quately qualified to fill these positions for; 
among other things, gentlemen of the pro- 
fession are notoriously modest and _ they 
would shrink from occupying such dazzling 
places of conspicuity. However, it is safe 
to say that there is in the United States one 
man who could fill one of these places satis- 
iactorily, and perhaps there are a few oth- 
ers who are approximately fitted. 


The other suggestion is that our laws in 
general are badly in need of the pruning 
hook. A large number of statutes should 
be enacted immediately to abolish foolish- 
ness in the law. No new law, having any 
other end in view, should be permitted for 
ten years, at least. The first of these laws 
should be entitled “An Act to Abolish All 
Ancient, Worn Out and Useless Maxims 
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of the Law.” A lot of them should go into 
the ash heap. 

The first is stare decisis. This maxim 
had its origin in the infantile and foolish 
habit of saying something and then sticking 
to it right or wrong. Of course it was in- 
voked to bolster up foolishness, for had the 
decisions been uniformly right and just, no- 
body would have questioned them. So, hav- 
ing barricaded themselves behind this Latin 
idea—the employment of which in_ itself 
shows a disposition to avoid responsibility 
—the judges proceeded merrily to decide 
anything any old way and if questioned 
about it, said, “Go away-—we the 
maxim, stare decisis, which being liberally 
interpreted, means that we stand for the 
And thereupon 


apply 


mistakes we have made.” 
everybody laughed. 


The truth is that this maxim has been 
abandoned pretty generally any way, and 
enabling legislation is needed only to cart 
it with others to the ash heap. Instance: 
The Court of Appeals of the state of New 
York at its October term, 1905, considered 
what is known as the “sale in bulk” legis- 
lation of that state. The act provided, in 
brief, that every sale of a stock of merchan- 
dise or part thereof out of the usual course 
of business should be void unless the seller 
and purchaser should observe certain for- 
malities among which were the making of 
an inventory showing cost prices and the 
sending of notice of sale to each creditor 
of the merchant selling and at least five 
days before the sale. The court held this 
to be unconstitutional.* 
ture passed another and very similar act on 
the subject in 1914, and it came before the 
same court for construction, November 27, 


1916 ; decided December 15, 1916. 


law The legisla- 


The Court of Appeals forgot all about 
stare decisis. It acted frankly upon the 
ideas that “an honest confession is good for 
the soul” and “a bad promise is_ better 
broken than kept.” So, per Cardozo, J., they 


(4) Wright v. Hart, 182 N. Y. 330. 





. 


said, “We think it is our duty to hold that 
the decision in Wright v. Hart is wrong. 
The unanimous or all but unanimous voice 
of the judges of the land, in federal and 
state courts alike, has upheld the constitu- 
tionality of these laws. At the time of our 
decision in Wright v. Hart, such laws were 
new and strange. They were thought in 
the prevailing opinions to represent the fit- 
ful prejudices of the hour.’ The fact is that 
they have come to stay, and like laws may 
be found on the statute books of every 
state. The United States Supreme Court 
has sustained them.”° 


Good for the Court of Appeals! It will 
undoubtedly change its view as to 
what Lord Hale said about the common law, 
whenever it gets a chance, and without a 


now 


formality of a reversal of its judgment by 
the highest court in the land. It now fol- 
lows the light wherever found and joins the 
procession for justice, for things of good 
repute which have “come to stay.” Other 
courts in other states do likewise. Thanks 
o the court, also, on behalf of the learned 
If a man should now ask 
one of them what the law is on any sub- 


men of the bar. 


ject, the lawyer can wisely say—what he 
has always secretly dreaded—‘I 
know, nobody knows. 


do not 
The courts do not 
know, I can only tell you what has been 
decided, but it is likely to be overturned 
any day, our inquiry must “henceforth be— 
are we right?’ Hence, none but truly good 
lawyers will survive. 


Another foolish maxim which should be 
speedily blotted out of all law books is: 
Omnis innovatio plus novitate perturbat 
quam utilitate prodest. It means, if Broom 
can be believed, that every innovation of 
law causes more trouble than it cures. But 
this is arrant nonsense, we see that justice 
is not blind as commonly supposed, but 
very wide awake and anxious to do right 
and would, only her limbs are tightly bound 
with ancient ideas and practices which need 


(5) 
(6) 


Wright v. Hart, supra, at p. 342. 
Klein v. Marrelas, 219 N. Y. 385. 
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to be cut and must be, sooner or later by 
legislation, for the greatest innovation of 
all time will be the permanent abolishment 
of foolishness from the high and honorable 
profession of the law. 
WILLIs Bruce Down. 
Saratoga Springs, N. Y. 








INSURANCE—EXPLOSION. 





FIRE ASS’N OF PHILADELPHIA vy. 
EVANSVILLE BREWING ASS’N. 





Supreme Court of Florida. April 19, 1917. 





75 So. 196. 





(Syllabus by the Court.) 





While the insurer is not liable for a loss 
caused by an explosion which was not produced 
by a preceding fire, yet if the explosion is 
caused by fire during its progress in the build- 
ing, the fire is the proximate cause of the loss, 
the explosion being a mere incident of the fire, 
and the insurer is liable. 





WHITFIELD, J. The Evansville Brewing 
Association brought an action in three counts 
against the Fire Association of Philadelphia, 
upon three fire insurance policies for $1,000, 
$1,500, and $500, respectively, alleging in effect 
in each count that the defendant company is- 
sued to J. A. Falsone its policy of insurance 
against a fire loss on a certain two-story frame 
building with metal roof for one year from a 
stated day in January (and July), 1915; that 
on September 11, 1915, the building so insured 
was destroyed by fire and damage and loss sus- 
tained to the amount of $7,500, under such cir- 
cumstances as to come within the promises 
and undertakings of such policy, and to render 
liable and oblige the defendant to insure the 
said J. A. Falsone to the amounts contracted 
for, of which loss the defendant had due no- 
tice on, to-wit: September 16, 1915; that said 
policy provided that loss or damage, if any, 
under said policy shall be payable to the plain- 
tiff as first mortgagee as its interest may ap- 
pear, and that said policy as to the interest of 
the plaintiff therein shall not be invalidated 
by any act or neglect of the mortgagor or 
owner of said property; that J. A. Falsone was 
indebted to plaintiff at the time of such loss 
or damage, which indebtedness was secured 





for payment by mortgage on said building and 
the land upon which it was situated, in a sum 
exceeding the total amount of insurance then 
in force on said building, and in a sum greatly 
in excess of the value of all securities held 
by it, and, although all conditions have been 
performed and fulfilled and all events and 
things existed and happened, and all periods 
of time have elapsed to entitle the plaintiff to 
a performance by the defendant of said con- 
tract and to entitle plaintiff to the stated sums, 
and nothing has occurred to prevent plaintiff 
from maintaining this action, yet the said de- 
fendant has not paid or made good to plaintiff 
the said amount of loss and damage aforesaid, 
ete. See statutory form, $ 1450, Gen. Stats. 
1906 (Compiled Laws 1914). The policies are 
attached to and made a part of the declaration. 


The declaration pursuing the substance of 
the statutory form alleges that the “building 
so assured and in said policy described was 
destroyed by fire, and damage and loss was 
thereby occasioned, * * * under such circum- 
stances as to come within the promises and 
undertakings of said policy, and to render liable 
and to oblige the defendant to insure,” etc. 

The plea avers that the building was de- 
stroyed “as the result of an explosion prior to 
the fire,” “and not as the result of fire.” The 
pleas that the building was destroyed by an 
explosion and not by fire present an affirmative 
defense to be proven by the insurer. Non- 
liability for Ioss by an explosion is an excep- 
tion to the liability assumed by the insurer, 
and should be pleaded and proven by the de- 
fendant. 


An insurer has the burden of pleading and 
proving that a loss, or some portion thereof, 
of the insured property, was caused by an ex- 
plosion for which, under the terms of the poli- 
ey, it is not liable. German American Ins. Co. 
v. Hyman, 42 Colo. 156, 94 Pac. 27, 16 L. R. A. 
(N. S.) 77. 


While the insurer is not liable for a loss 
caused by an explosion which was not produced 
by a preceding fire, yet if the explosion is 
caused by fire during its progress in the build- 
ing, the fire is the proximate cause of the loss, 
the explosion being a mere incident of the 
fire, and the insurer is liable. Where an ex- 
plosion is an incident to a fire already in 
progress, the burning of the building is a “di- 
rect loss or damage by fire,” within the mean- 
ing of the policy. If the explosion is not 
caused by a pre-existing fire, the insurer is 
liable “for the damage by fire only,” if any, 
after the explosion. 
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The insurer having alleged that the damage 
and loss was caused by fire, under such cir- 
cumstances as to render the defendant liable, 
and the defendant having pleaded that the 
building was destroyed by an explosion which 
is included in the exceptions from liability, it 
was incumbent upon the plaintiff to show a 
loss by fire, which showing put upon the de- 
fendant the burden of proving the exception 
from liability averred in the plea. If the plea 
was not proven, the plaintiff could recover upon 
showing a destruction of the building by fire. 
And the plaintiff could recover for the entire 
loss, even if the loss was facilitated by an ex- 
plosion; provided the explosion was an inci- 
dent to a pre-existing fire, and the plaintiff 
was not responsible for the fire in such a way 
as to bar recovery. See Stephens v. Fire 
Ass’n of Philadelphia, 139 Mo. App. 369, 123 
S. W. 63. These principles were substantially 
followed in giving and refusing charges, and 
no material or prejudicial error appears with 
reference to the charges. The refusal to give 
a requested charge that if the building was 
substantially demolished and fell down as the 
result of an explosion, and not as the result of 
fire, the verdict should be for the defendant, 
was not error, since the charge did not permit 
a verdict for the plaintiff if a fire in the build- 
ing caused the explosion. 

A witness for the defendant from a window 
in a house perhaps a block away saw the ef- 
fects of the explosion, “saw the place when 
it went up in the air.” She did not “know 
what was going on inside of the building be- 
fore” the explosion; she knew “there wasn’t 
any fire there that you could see from the out- 
side. And if there was any fire there to amount 
to anything, you could see it through the blinds 
and the doors.” It was about 3 a.m. “I was 
sitting looking out of the window, not looking 
at anything particularly, and I heard the noise 
and saw the building go up in the air, and 
afterwards immediately a dense smoke came 
up from there.” A charge on the theory “that 
fire was observed at the same time with the 
explosion,’ and thereafter,” was not without 
support in the evidence. There was testimony 
as to charred pieces of timber having been 
blown from the house through a window of 
another house by the explosion, and other cir- 
cumstances from which the jury might have 
inferred that there was a fire in progress in 
the house before the explosion, which fire 
caused the explosion, there being no positive 
evidence that there was in fact no fire in the 
building just prior to and at the time of the 
explosion. As there was evidence legally suf- 





ficient to support a verdict for the damages 
shown, there was no error in refusing to direct 
a verdict for nominal damages only. See Haile 
v. Mason Hotel & Inv. Co., 71 Fla. 469, 71 So. 
540; Gunn vy. City of Jacksonville, 67 Fla. 40, 
64 So. 435. 

It does not clearly appear that there was 
material and substantial error in calculating 
interest allowed the plaintiff on the recovery. 

There being substantial evidence to support 
the verdict which does not appear to be against 
the manifest weight of the evidence and the 
justice of the cause and there being no harmful 
errors of procedure, the judgment is affirmed. 

BROWNE, C. J., and TAYLOR, SHACKLE- 
FORD and ELLIS, JJ., concur. 


Note —E-vplosion Succeeding the Breaking Out 
of a Fire—In standard policies the formula is 
that “the company shall not be liable for loss 
caused directly or indirectly * * * (unless fire 
ensues and in that event for the damage by fire 
only) by explosion of any kind.” 

This provision has been held to constitute no 
no bar against recovering full loss where an ex- 
plosion takes place during the progress of a fire 
in a building, because such explosion is a mere 
incident of the fire. 

Thus in Hall v. National Fire Ins. Co., 115 
Tenn. 513, 92 S. W. 502, 112 Am. St. Rep. 870, 
5 Ann. Cas. 777, a large number of cases are 
cited to this proposition as representing the 
weight of authority, and this though the policy in 
terms excludes liability for any loss by explosion. 


In Transatlantic F. Ins. Co. v. Dorsey, 56 Md. 
70, 40 Am. Rep. 403, it was held that, if a fire 
starts so as to be within the policy and an ex- 
plosion takes place as an incident of the fire so as 
to increase the loss, the loss will not be divisible 
but the entire loss will fall on the insurer. 

The Hall case, discussing Hustall v. Phoenix 
Ins. Co., 175 N. Y. 292, 67 N. E. 592, where the 
contrary view was taken as a means of giving 
force to the exception, said: ‘““The objection is a 
very plausible one. However, the cases which 
we have cited go on the theory that in order to 
satisfy the terms of a policy insuring against 
direct loss by fire, the latter must always be 
regarded as the efficient cause, where its effects 
are produced in direct sequence, though one of the 
incidents of that sequence may be an explosion, 
and that it could not have been intended to 
nullify such predominant cause. There is room 
for the exception in favor of losses produced by 
explosion, notwithstanding this construction, in 
view of the fact that explosions are frequently 
produced by flame, as by a lighted match, a gas 
jet, a lighted lamp, fire fram a furnace and the 
like, which although in fact forming a manifesta- 
tion of fire, yet do not fall within the meaning 
of the latter expressions as used in the rule above 
stated.” 

In Mitchell v. Potomac Ins. Co., 183 U. S. 42, 
22 Sup. Ct. 22, it was claimed by defendant that 
the fire was caused by a lighted match held by 
employe of plaintiff coming in contact with vapor 
and causing an explosion. It was said: “A loss 
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occurring solely from an explosion not resulting 
from a preceding fire is covered by the exception 
in the policy. And an explosion which occurred 
from contact of escaping vapor with a lighted 
match under the facts stated would also plainly 
come within the exception of the policy,” an ex- 
ception among those stated above. It was held 
right in this case to submit as a question of fact 
whether the fire started by accidental combustion 
of a non-explosive substance in the cellar of the 
premises, but the jury found against this question 
as one of fact. 

In Smiley v. Citizens F. etc., Ins. Co., 14 W. 
Va. 33, it was held that where gas rising from 
the soil in a refinery and mixed with the atmos- 
phere, was ignited by the furnace and caused an 
explosion, the fire preceded the explosion and 
the latter was caused by the former, making a 
very nice distinction from the Mitchell case, 
supra 

In Wheeler v. Phoenix Ins. Co., 203 N. Y. 283, 
96 N. E. 452, 38 L- R. A. (N. S.) 474, the New 
York Court of Appeals construes this provision 
of a standard policy by saying: “It is apparent 
that a fire which precedes and causes the ex- 
plosion is not embraced in the exception con- 
tained in the policy from the provision which 
insures against all direct loss or damage by fire. 
Nor do we think that the words ‘by explosion of 
any kind’ were intended to refer to the agency 
which produced the explosion, but have reference 
to the different kinds of material that explode, 
such as powder, dynamite, gas, dust, etc. Had 
the legislature, in adopting the standard form of 
policy, intended to have included explosions 
caused by fire with explosions from which fire 
ensues among the losses excepted from the pro- 
visions of the policy, it doubtless would have done 
so in express terms. That such was not its in- 
tention, we think is clearly evident from the fact 
that they were careful to limit the exception of 
those explosions from which a fire ensues.” In 
this case there was explosion in a grain elevator 
on Sunday when all laborers were away and evi- 
dence of charred ends of boards was held com- 
petent on the question whether the fire preceded 
the explosion or not. Accordingly, non-suit of 
plaintiff in the trial court, affirmed in appellate 
division, was reversed in Court of Appeals and 
the case was remanded for trial. 

This case ought to be deemed authoritative in 
other jurisdictions, as in that state the policies 
attempt to comply with a statutory form. 


C. 








ITEMS OF PROFESSIONAL 
INTEREST. 





BAR ASSOCIATION MEETINGS FOR 1917— 
WHEN AND WHERE TO BE HELD. 
AMERICAN—Saratoga Springs, N. Y., Sep- 
tember 4, 5 and 6. 
ALABAMA—Birmingham, July 12, 13 and 14. 
COLORADO—Colorado Springs, July 13 and 
14. 








FLORIDA—Atlantic Beach, June 22 and 23. 

IoWA—Council Bluffs, June 26 and 27. 

KENTUCKY—Dawson Springs, July 
and 7. 

MARYLAND—Atlantiec City, N. J., the Marl- 
borough-Blenheim, June 21, 22 and 23. 

MICHIGAN—Grand Rapids, June 29 and 30. 

OHIO—Cedar Point, July 10, 11 and 12. 

OREGON—Seattle, Wash., July 26, 27 and 28. 

PENNSYLVANIA—Bedford Springs, June 2 
27 and 28. - 

SOUTH DAKOTA-—Sioux Falls, July 18, 19 
and 20. 

TEXAS—Houston, July 3, 4 and 5. 

WASHINGTON—Seattle, July 26, 27 and 28. 

WISCONSIN—Madison, June 27, 28 and 29. 


5, 6 








CORRESPON DENCE 


THE ANOMALOUS LAW OF PRIVATE 


SEALS. 





The article of Mr. Fred H. Peterson in No. 
i7, Vol. 84 of the Journal about seals is quite 
interesting, in more respects than one. May 
I, perhaps, be allowed to add a few words as 
to their origin? 


During the first three or four centuries after 
the downfall of Rome, seals were not in use on 
private documents; these were actually signed. 
But as nearly all people had no use for writing, 
except once in a while in signing a paper, a 
great many could write nothing but their 
names, and even those who could write, did it 
so seldom that they did not acquire an in- 
dividual “handwriting.” All signatures looked 
very much alike, they were mostly “printed.” 
The fact being as stated, the professional 
scribes found it easy to commit forgeries, and 
they did commit them upon a _ constantly 
increasing scale, until signed legal documents 
practically went out of use. First,- recourse 
was had to notitiae, that is notarial acts or tes- 
timony taken in court in perpetuam rei me- 
moriam. But this procedure was cumbersome, 
costly and rather uncertain, and gradually 
seals were introduced. These were not then, 
as now, added to the signature, but the seal 
was the signature. Each man had a different 
design (generally heraldic) in his seal, and 
even the common peasants had seals, although 
these often did not contain any other design 
than the initials of the owner or his so-called 
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“mark.” While signatures which could not be 
distinguished from each other were in use, it 
had been very easy for a bishop or monastery 
coveting another man’s land to make out a 
deed for it and to print the owner’s name at 
the bottom thereof, and bishops and monaster- 
ies were the worst sinners, because they had 
the opportunity, having practically all of the 
expert scribes in their employ. But to forge 
a seal, especially one containing an intricate 
heraldic design, was a much more difficult mat- 
ter, not only in itself, but especially for the 
bishops and monks, they not being engravers. 
A man’s seal came to be one of his most pre- 
cious possessions; generally he did not carry 
it himself, but gave it into the custody of his 
most trusted servant, so that it was not only 
kings who had a “keeper of the seals.” With 
the introduction of seals, forging of deeds and 
other legal papers practically ceased, and when 
a man wished to get a deed to another man’s 
property without paying for it, he had to use 
other means. The approved way was to have 
a sufficient number of masked men lay in wait 
for the owner’s keeper of the seal, knock him 
silly and take the seal from him. In all coun- 
tries can be found a number of cases from 
the twelfth to fourteenth centuries where a 
man, having lost his property by means of a 
deed with his seal attached, brings an action 
in damages against somebody having robbed 
him of his seal, or stolen it from him. 


Seals were introduced, not only on account 
of the general lack of education, for until seals 
became of general use most people could sign 
their names, but because they were so much 
more difficult to forge. And this latter reason 
explains the great weight that came to be at- 
tached to sealed documents, and the rules of 
law governing them in contradistinction from 
parol contracts. Of course, all these rules are 
to-day nothing less than ludicrous, and for the 
last two hundred years, more or less, no law 
has attached any importance to the sealing or 
non-sealing of a private document, except that 
a! the hyper-conservative Anglo-Saxon. 


AXEL TEISEN. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 








BOOKS RECEIVED. 





Addresses on Government and Citizenship. 
By Elihu Root. Collected and edited by Rob- 
ert Bacon and James Brown Scott, Cambidge. 
Harvard University Press, 1916. $2.50 net. 
Review will follow. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 





Lady—I want to sue my husband for divorces. 

Lawyer—What are your charges? 

Lady—What are yours first?—Boston Tran- 
script. 





“The slimmest show I ever had of getting a 
fee,” said a Leavenworth lawyer to a newspaper 
man, “was when a client came to me with no 
other asset than a watch without any works in 

“T suppose you took the case,” commented 
the newspaper man.—Kansas City Star. 


“You have sworn to tell nothing but the 
truth.” 

“Nothing but the truth, your Honor?” 

“Precisely.” 

“Then, judge, with that limitation upon me, I 
might as well warn you that I’m not going to 
have much to say.”—St. Louis Star. 


A Newark firm, doing a big business in acci- 
dent insurance, received this note from one of 
his clients a few days ago: 

“T received a fatal accident to my hand. 
Have been looking for you to adjust damages. 
Please come soon. I don’t want it to heal till 
you have seen it, and it is quite a job to keep 
it bound up. So please attend to it promptly 
before it gets well.”—Newark Call. 





Public dinner committees of former days 
made heroic efforts to get Joseph H. Choate 
and Chauncey Depew at the same tabte, the 
result generally being the exchange of satirical 
sallies. 

At a Union League Club dinner Mr. Depew, 
in a happy vein, indulged in a few pleasantries 
at the expense of his old friend. Choate waited 
his turn and then told the story of a little girl 
who had been permitted to spend the afternoon 
with a friend under strict injunction to behave 
herself. 

“Children should be seen and not heard,” 
said her mother. When the child returned 
home she insisted she had been very, very 
good, that she had sat quiet and listened to the 
elder people. She finally asked her mother: 
“What is Chauncey Depew? Everybody at the 
table was talking about it.” The mother look- 
ed solemnly at her daughter and said: “My 
child, you are not yet old enough to understand 
such things.”—St. Louis Post-Dsipatch. 
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1, Adverse Possession—Evidence.—If a land- 
owner takes possession intending to claim only 
to the true line, but takes possession to a differ- 
ent line, his possession beyond the true line 
would not be adverse.—Morley v. Murphy, Iowa, 
162 N. W. 63. 


A 





Occupation.—No title was acquired by 
adverse possession under the five-year statute, 
where there was an interval of nearly three 
months, during which the land was unoccupied 
and there was no proof that such period was a 
reasonable interval.—Taylor v. Dunn, Tex., 193 
Ss. W. 663. 


3. Attorney and Client—Contingent Fee.—In 
a controversy between attorneys as to the di- 
vision of contingent fee, evidence held insuffi- 
cient to show any agreement that the fee should 
be divided other than equally between the par- 
ties.—Gill v. Mayne, Iowa, 162 N. W. 24. 

4. Disbarment.—Loss by member of bar of 
supreme court of his fair private and profes- 
sional character held adequate reason for taking 
away his right to continue tu pe a member of 
such bar.—Selling v. Radford, U. S. S. C., 37 S. 
Ct. 377. 





5. 





Lien for Services.—In absence of con- 
tract therefor, solicitor is not entitled to lien 
for services on his client’s land, successfully de- 
fended by him against attack.—Butler v. Givens, 
Tenn,, 193 S. W. 1063. 


6. Bailment—Negligence.—A banker attend- 
ing to issuance of stock certificates as buyers 
were secured was not grossly negligent in pay- 





ing the purchase price to the party he knew as 
owner of the stock, where he had no actual 
notice of another party’s interest therein.—Cad- 
well v. Peninsular State Bank, Wash., 162 N. W. 
89. 


7. Banks and Banking—Insolvency.—Stock- 
holders of insolvent bank were liable for inter- 
est on the demand against them from the date 
of the assessment of their liability as stock- 
holders.—Kirschler v. Wainwright, Pa., 100 Atl. 
484. 


8. Bills and Notes—Consideration.—In view 
of Rev. St. 1909, § 10000, an indorser of a note 
cannot defeat liability by showing that he re- 
ceived no consideration himself; the holder’s 
parting with value beng sufficient consideration 
to creat liability—Eaves v. Keeton, Mo., 193 S. 
W. 629. 


9. Consideration——A note given to the 
payee to use to pay the debts of the maker, 
which debts were paid by the payee, is sup- 
ported by sufficient consideration between the 
parties.—Ajemian v. Robinson, Mass., 115 N. E. 
749. 

10. Without Recourse—Where defendant 
payee bank’s indorsements on notes to plaintiff 
were changed to read, “Without recourse,” in 
anticipation of defendant bank’s examination, 
but defendant subsequently generally indorsed 
renewals of such notes, it was liable to plaintiff 
on such indorsements.—First Nat. Bank of Den- 
ver v. Cripple Creek State Bank, Colo., 163 Pac. 
1134. 

11. Brokers—<Agency.—If seller of farm was 
to receive $40,000 net, and broker, negotiating 
sale, was to receive no commission, but broker 
procured buyer to pay him $1,000, seller, to 
whom buyer paid full $40,000, was not liable to 
pay buyer back $1,000 for wrong on broker’s 
part.—Gosswiller v. Jansen, Iowa, 162 N. W. 45. 

12.——-Commission.—Broker who agreed to 
take notes for excess over owner's price, which 
represented his commission, cannot recover from 
the owner, who refused to make the sale, the 
full amount of the excess without proof that 
the notes would have been worth face value.— 
Weitbrec v. Morris, Colo., 163 Pac. 1119. 

13. Carriers of Goods—Bill of Lading.—A 
third person, who at request of the buyer of 
goods shipped with draft attached to bill of lad- 
ing, pays the draft, and takes up bill of lading, 
and receives the goods, acquires an interest 
therein superior to unknown agreement between 
buyer and seller that draft was for an old debt. 
—Frank Adam Co. v. Orpheum Theater Co., Mo., 
193 S. W. 908. 


14. Published Rates.—Corporations for- 
warding goods for importers from Europe to 
United States, charging for their transportation, 
etc., may not be allowed by railroad percentage 
on latter’s published rates and a salary for 
shipping by its line without violating Act Feb. 
4, 1887, § 6, as amended by Act June 29, 1906, 
§ 2, and are not justified by section 15 of the 
earlier act as amended by section 4 of the later 
act.—Lehigh Valley R. Co. v. United States, U. 
Ss. S&S. C., 37 S. Ct. 434. 


15. Carriers of Passengers—Boarding Train.— 
Where plaintiff at night proceeded from defend- 
ant’s station to wrong side of waiting passenger 
train without knowledge of customary method 
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of boarding train at the station, and in hasten- 
ing to other side tripped over a sidewalk projec- 


tion, defendant was negligent in not lighting 
the premises or indicating a safe way to the 
train irrespective of whether only reasonable 


care or the highest degree of care due a passen- 
ger was required of it.—lIllinois Cent. R. Co, v. 
Small, Miss., 74 So. 681. 


16. Emergency.—Conduct of passenger in 
leaving street car when conductor curses whole 
bunch and threatens to shoot is not inexcusable; 
he not being required to weigh nicely chances 
between which he chooses.—Hendrix v. United 
Rys. Co. of St. Louis, Mo., 193 S. W. 812. 








17. Intoxication.—Where railroad, finding 
intoxicated passenger on train holding ticket to 
point at which train was not scheduled to stop, 
instead of ejecting him as trespasser, under- 
took to transport him, it was under general duty 
to stop at his destination for time reasonably 
sufficient to enable him to alight at a safe place. 
—Fagan v. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., N. Y., 115 
N. E. 704, 220 N. Y. 301. . 


18. Relation.—It is not necessary that per- 
son should have hold of rail or have foot on step 
of car to be regarded as “passenger,” but will 
be so regarded while carefully attempting to 
step upon platform.—Gunn v. United Rys. Co. 
of St. Louis, Mo., 193 S. W. 814. 


19. 





Commerce—Employes.—Where a railroad 
employe was injured while painting a bridge 
used for interstate commerce, the railroad and 
employe were employed in interstate commerce 
within the federal Employers’ Liability Act.— 
Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Netherton, Ky., 193 
S. W. 1035. 

20.- Logging Road.—Logging road, over 
which owner carries its own logs in its own 
cars from its own timber land to tidewater point 
within the state where logs are sold, not 
engaged in interstate commerce within Em- 
ployers’ Liability Act, though some of the logs 
go to. points outside the state—McCluskey v. 
Marysville & N. Ry. Co., U. S. S. C., 37 S. Ct. 374. 

21, Taxation.—A telegraph company 
gaged in interstate commerce may nevertheless 
be taxed on its municipal franchise to maintain 





is 


en- 





lines along a city’s streets.—Western Union 
Telegraph Co. v. Hurlburt, Or., 163 Pac. 1170. 
22. Conspiracy — Corporations.— Where de- 


fendants formed two corporations, one to make 
contracts for goods and rents, the other to take 
possession of goods and use rented premises, 
there was a conspiracy to defraud creditors.— 
Bond-Reed Hardware Co. v. Walsh, Tex., 193 S. 
W. 1148. 

23. Election Frauds.—Conspiracy to bribe 
electors at congressional election or to vote il- 
legally at a primary election for candidates of 
United States held not one to defraud the United 
States within Cr. Code, § 37.—United States v. 
Gradwell, U. S. S. C., 37 S. Ct. 407. 

24. Constitutional Law —- Discriminations. — 
Factories owned by individuals are not dis- 
criminated against in favor of those carried on 
by corporations by Laws Kan. 1903, c. 356, re- 
quiring dangerous machinery to be safeguarded, 
where statute applies both to individuals and 
corporatons.—Bowersock v. Smith, U. S. S. C., 37 
8S. Ct. 371. 








25. Damages—Increased Freight.—Increased 
freight and postage which a newspaper would 
be compelled to pay if paper bought by it ex- 
ceeded a specified weight is within the reason- 
able contemplation of the parties and allowable 
as damages, where the seller furnished paper of 
excessive weight.—Graham Paper Co. v. National 
Newspapers Ass’n, Mo., 193 S. W. 1003. 

26. Measure of.—In action for damages to 
automobile in collision, plaintiff could recover 
difference in reasonable market value of car 
immediately before and after accident and ex- 
penses of preserving from further injury, or 
amount necessary to restore car, and expenses. 
—Gilwee v. Pabst Brewing Co., Mo., 193 S. W. 
886, 

27. Dead Bodies—Right of Action.—Where a 
steamship passenger died, and the body was em- 
balmed and could have been carried to New 
York, the common-law duty was to carry it to 
New York and deliver it to the next of kin for 
burial, and for breach thereof a son has a cause 
of action.—Finley v. Atlantic Transport Co., N. 
Y., 115 N. E. 715, 220 N. Y. 249. 


28. Death—Financial Loss.—In action for 
death of plaintiff’s husband, evidence that he 
was 52 years of age, in good health, a farmer 
and teamster, his wages as a teamster, his per- 
sonal expenses, etc., was sufficient to enable jury 
to form intelligent estimate of financial loss sus- 





tained by his death.—Backer v. Borough of 
Aspinwall, Pa., 100 Atl. 479. 
29. Diverce — Counterclaim. — Where wife, 


having abandoned her husband, sued for divorce 
in less than a year, and after abandonment had 
continued more than a year husband filed amend- 
ed answer and counterclaim, praying for di- 
vorce, held that, though original suit was filed 
within year, husband may be granted a divorce; 





date of filing of counterclaim being treated as 
beginning of this suit.—Yent v. Yent, Ky., 193 
Ss. W. 1039. 

30. Cruelty.—A husband is not entitled to 


divorce on ground that he was driven from 
home by the cruel conduct of his wife, where his 
testimony showed that he left because the wife 
insisted that a female employe leave the house. 
Searcy v. Searcy, Mo., 193 S. W. 871. 

31. Elections—Qualification of Voter.—Voter’s 
“ability to read” within meaning of election 
statutes is satisfied if he can read in reasonably 
intelligent manner sentences composed of words 








in common use.—Williams v. Hays, Ky., 193 S. 
W. 1046. 

32. Electricity—Negligence. — Negligence on 
the part of trolley company may be inferred 
from fact that guide wire or trolley wire 


dangerously charged with electricity falls on or 
near publie street.—Nashville Interurban Ry. v. 
Gregory, Tenn., 193 S. W. 1053. 

33. Proximate Cause.—Where boy climbed 
tree after bird’s nest and limb broke, throwing 
him against high voltage electric wire, which 
was insufficiently insulated and negligently 
placed, proximate cause of injuries was negli- 
gence, and not breaking of limb.—Thompson vy. 
City of Slater, Mo., 193 S. W. 971. 

34. Eminent Domain—Nuisance.—The pollu- 
tion of air over plaintiffs’ land by noxious and 
offensive odors escaping from a sewage tcak, 
which impaired land for residence purposes to 
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substantial extent in a manner not suffered by 42.——Joinder.—Under Vernon's Sayles’ Ann. 

general public, held a damage to plaintiffs’ prop- | Civ. St. 1914, art. 4624, a note signed by a wife 

erty, within Const. art. 2, § 22, prohibiting dam- | Without being joined by her husband is a null- 
we ity—Shaw v. Proctor, Tex., 193 S. W. 1104. 


age to private property without just compensa- 
tion.—Sewer Improvement Dist. No. 1 of City of 
Wynne vy. Fiscus, Ark., 193 S. W. 521. 





35.——Overflowing Land.—Properties of abut- 
ting owners in Kentucky of beds and shores of 
tributary to the Cumberland and Ken- 
rivers could not be overflowed without 
compensation, by the backwater resulting from 
maintenance by federal government in aid of 
navigaiton of locks and dams upon those rivers 
in that state——United States v. Cress, U. S. S. C., 
ct. 


creeks 
tucky 


37 S. 380. 


36. Estoppel—Husband 
having sold part of a tract of land subject to a 
lien, and consented to a release of the lien on 
that part, is estopped from asserting against 
the holder of the lien the right to have the land 
sold made subject to lien before the homestead. 
Bellgardt, Tex., 193 S. W. 714. 


and Wi wife, 


—Loe v. 

37. Executors and Administrators—Gratuitous 
Services.—The presumption that services ren- 
dered by one member of a family to another are 
gratuitous does not apply where the member 
rendering the services has married and lives 
separate from the other member, though under 
the same roof.—Kleinberg v. Kinealy, Mo., 193 
Ss. W. 981. 

38. Fraudulent Convyeyances—Purchaser in 
Good Faith.—To enforce lien for money that en- 
tered into purchase of realty under trust agree- 
and daughter, whereby 


ment between father 
daughter was to hold in trust for her father 
realty purchased with his money, title being 


taken in her name, it was necessary, as against 
a purchaser of the property for value, to allege 
and prove his knowledge of the trust agreement, 
since such agreement is invalid as against a 
purchaser in good faith—Spurgeon v. Olinger, 
Ind., 115 N. E. 680. 

39. Highways—Evidence.—In an action for 
damages for killing of plaintiff's cow, necessi- 
tated by injury from being struck by defend- 
ant’s automobile, alleged to have been operated 
at high and dangerous rate of speed, evidence as 
to its speed, and that defendant did not turn 
out as it passed wagon by which cow was being 
led, was admissible.—Saylor v. Motor Inn, Minn., 
162 N. W. 71. 

40. Homestead—Intention.—Where land was 
purchased with declared purpose and intention 
to use such property as a homestead, accom- 
panied by improvements and preparations to so 
occupy it, such property was not exempt from 
an attachment and sale as a homestead, while 
husband and wife were still occupying and using 
an existing homestead, and fact that proposed 
homestead was occupied under a lease prevent- 
ing them from taking immediate possession was 
immaterial.—Pierce v. Langston, Tex., 193 S. W. 
745. 

41. Husband and Wife—Agency.—Where hus- 
band acted as wife’s agent in arranging sale of 
real estate of wife, and he gave his individual 
note for broker's commission in which his wife 
did not join, she was not liable on the note or for 
commission.—Harnwell v. J. D. Arnold & Co., 
Ark., 193 S. W. 506. 





43. Indictment and Information.—Keeping 
Gaming Table.—Count in indictment charging 
accused with knowingly and feloniously keep- 


ing gaming table, etc., is defective, because not 


charging the act was done unlawfully and 
willfully.—State v. Satterfield, Del., 100 Atl. 473. 
44, Selling Intoxicating Liquor.—A count 





in an information that accused sold intoxicating 
liquors to three persons named therein imports 
a sale at the same time to such persons, and is 
not duplicitous. tay v. State, Del., 100 Atl. 472. 





45, Injunction—Pecuniary Damages.—lInjunc- 
tion will lie to enjoin interference with property 
used for divine service, as, entire value of 
property consisting in its free and undisturbed 
use, no pecuniary damages furnish compensation 


in such case.—Ashinsky v. Levenson, Pa., 100 
Atl. 491. 
46. Insurance—Accident.—In action on policy, 


whether injury from twisting the body in trying 
to avoid .a fall on icy ground, thereby tearing 
the intestines so as to render an operation neces- 
sary, was an accident, was for the jury.—Kelley 
v. Pittsburgh Casualty Co., Pa., 100 Atl. 494. 

47. Expectancy.—None of,the parties eligi- 
ble to appointment as beneficiaries of fraternal 
benefit insurance has any vested right to ap- 
pointment, nor has the party appointed any 
vested right of which he cannot be deprived by 
the act of the assured.—Bush vy. Modern Wood- 
men of America, Iowa, 162 N. W. 59. 

48. Implied Authority.—A surety company’s 
agent has no implied authority, without receiv- 
ing an additional premium, to verbally substi- 
tute an obligation for an unlimited sum without 
conditions for a written contract in a limited 
sum based on specific conditions.—Meegan vy. IIlli- 
nois Surety Co., Mo., 193 S. W. 899. 

49. Return of Premium.—In action on a 
life policy providing that policy shall be void 
for suicide within one year, insured having com- 
mitted suicide during latter part of first quar- 
ter, held, that return or tender of any portion 
of premium paid in advance for one year is not 
prerequisite to defense, although premium was 











only required in advance for quarter.—Aetna 
Life Ins. Co. of Hartford, Conn., v. Doerr, Ind., 
115 N. E. 700. 

50. Verbal Contract.—While there may be 





binding contract of insurance without issuance 
of policy; all essential elements of such con- 
tract mast be agreed upon either expressly or 
by reasonable intendment from surrounding cir- 
cumstances.—Live Stock Ins. Ass’n of Hunting- 
ton, Wabash and Whitley Counties, v. Stickler, 
Ind., 115 N. E. 691. 


51. Intoxicating Liquors—Indictment and In- 
formation.—Where accusatory part of indictment 
charged sales in violation of local option law 
and charging part related to sales near church 
in violation of local option law, an offense under 
Acts 1883-84, c. 185, prohibiting sales near 
churches in a certain county is charged with 
sufficient certainty, since such statute is modified 
by the general local option laws.—Riley v. Com- 
monwealth, Ky., 193 S. W. 657. 


52. Medical Prescription—Laws 1905, ae. 
123, § 1, prohibiting physician from furnishing 
prescription for intoxicating liquors for any pur- 
pose except medicinal in case of actual sickness, 
applies only where application for prescription 
is made by someone other than the person al- 
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ge O™mmission of California, Cal., 





VIIiM 


leged aa be ill.—-State v. Morton, 8S. D., 162 N. 
W. 15 
dent Adventures—Agency.—Where auto- 
dealer and defendant made contract 
whereby defendant put money into business and 
dealer employed defendant’s son and paid de- 
fendant one-eighth of the net profits, there was 
a joint adventure, and the defendant was 





charged with notice of all acts done in the 
conduct of -_, business.—Nelson v. Lindsey, 
Iowa, 162 N. W. 

54. Landlord and Tenant—Deposit as Secur- 
ity.—Where the lessee deposited money as se- 
curity to protect the landlord against loss or 


term, his action, 
had dispossessed 
commenced within 
the leasehold, held 
Theater 


during the leasehold 
after summary proceedings 
him, to recover the deposit, 

four months after beginning 

premature.—Halpern v. Manhattan Ave. 
Corp., N. Y., 115 N. E. 718, 


damage 


mother’s 





55. —-Subtenant.—If son recognized 
rights under life lease executed by him, and 
agreed to retain possession of premises as her 


subtenant, paying rent, his later possession ema- 
aated from her and was subordinate to her 
rghts, as much as though they had gone through 





idle ceremony of physical delivery and as 
delivery of possession.—Heinze v. Heinze, Mich., 
162 N. W. 121. 

56. Libel and Slande Slander per se—The 


words “has robbed me of hundreds of dollars 
held not to charge person of whom they were 
spoken with crime of robbery and not action- 
able per se.—Harriman v. Sayman, Mo., 193 S. 
W. 1001. 

57. Slander per se.—The statement that 
plaintiff had a bad disease and his baby now has 
it and got it from him; that his second wfe had 
it from him and died of it—held not actionable 
slander per se.—Lowe v. De Hoog, Mo., 193 S. 
W. 969. 

58. Master and Servant—Course of Employ- 
ment. i -affic clerk who was sent 
to inspect the books at another station, who 
while on his way to such station descended from 
the train when another individual was injured, 
thereby departed from the course of his employ- 
ment and when he was killed by the train, his 
widow was not entitled to compensation.— 
Northwestern Pac. R. Co. v. Industrial Accident 
Commission, Cal., 163 Pac. 1000. 

59. Course of Employment.—Employe of 
winery, overcome after going to aid of another 
employe, who was cleaning a wine vat, was in- 
jured while engaged in his employer’s business. 
—United States Fidelity & Guaranty Co. vy. In- 
dustrial Accident Commission of California, Cal., 
163 Pac. 1013. 

60. Course 














of Employment.—Where em- 
ploye molder was injured in quarrel over non- 
repair of his ladle with fellow servant whose 
duties did not include such repairing and fellow 
servant was not aggressor, injury did not arise 
out of employment within Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act.—Union Sanitary Mfg. Co. v. Davis, 
Ind., 115 N. E. 676 

61. Industrial Accident Commission.—Neg- 
ligence, or lack of it, on part of injured employe, 
is not determinative factor in proceeding before 
Industrial Accident Commission.—United States 
Fidelity & Guaranty Co. v. Industrial Accident 
163 Pac. 1013. 

62 Loss of Eye.—Where a servant's right 
eye was impaired so that he possessed only 20 
per cent of the natural vision, but his vision 
could have been improved by introduction of an 
artificial pupil, and the fields of vision were nor- 
mal, he was not entitled to compensation as for 
“loss of use of the eye,” which is equivalent 
to a loss of the eye.—Boscarino v. Carfagno & 
Dragonette, N. Y., 115 N.-E. 710, 220 N. Y. 32 

3. Negligence.—Car inspector was ‘net 
negligent in not hearing approach of train which 
struck him where train on other track was ring- 
ing its bell and making other noise.—Jetter v. 
St. Joseph Terminal Ry. Co., Mo., 193 S. W. 956. 

64. Negligence.—Where other employes re- 
fused to assist plaintiff in installing motor on 
wall, held, that he was not bound to notify his 
superior, who had directed him to do work, 
though it took all night, of their defection, and 
S0 was not negligent in attempting to install 

















servants fur- 
Mfg. Co., Mo., 


assistance of two 
Curtis & Co. 


motor with 
nish ed.—Levecke v. 
S. W. 985. 





65. Police Power.—Code 1906, § 1146, pro- 
viding that one who interferes with or induces 
a laborer to leave his employ before the ex- 


piration of his time without consent of employer 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, legitimate 


is a 


exercise of the police power of the state.—State 
v. Hurdle, Miss., 74 So. 681. 
66. Workmen's C ope nsation Act.—Work- 





men’s Compensation Act, § 6, 
ploye shall have no right of action for injury 
other than compensation therein provided, does 
not include claims against third persons for in- 
juries caused by their negligence, where third 
person has not come under the act.—Keeran vy. 
Peoria, Bloomington & Champaign Traction Co., 
Ill., 115 N. E. 636. 

67. Menopoly—Foreign Carriers.—Ocean car- 
riers between New York and South African ports 
held to have violated Act July 2, 1890, against 
combinations in restraint of foreign trade by 
establishing uniform freight rate ineluding “pri- 
mage charge” to be refunded to shippers who 
shipped exclusively by such lines.—Thomson v. 
Cayser, U. S. S. C., 37 S. Ct. 353. 

68. Monopolies—Statutory Construction.—Gen- 
eral provisions of Rev. Cr. St. Tex. 1911, arts. 
545, 546, that, when criminal prosecution is com- 
menced for violation of statute against futures, 
the presumption shall arise that accused was 
guilty until the contrary was shown, does not 
require holding in civil case to enforce such a 
contract that the averments of the petition must 
be taken as untrue in order to defeat the suit. 
—Bond v. Hume, U. S&S. S. C., 37 S. Ct. 366. 

69. Mortgages—Condition’ Broken.—A mort- 
gage, conditioned only for the payment of a 
note according to its tenor, cannot be fore- 
closed for condition broken until the note is due. 
—wWilson v. Reed, Mo., 193 S. W. 819. 

70. Installments.—Stipulation in 
securing several notes that, if any of notes 
or interest was unpaid for 30 days, any 
balance should become payable at mortgagee’s 
option, authorized foreclosure for entire debt, 
when one of notes and interest was past due 
more than 30 days when suit was brought.— 
Prince v. Mahin, Fla., 74 So. 696. 

71. Municipal Corporations—Anticipation of 
Injury.—To charge city, owning a lighting plant, 
with negligence in placing its wires, it is not 
essential that it could have known that precise 


providing that em- 


mortgage 





injury would happen as it did, but it is suf- 
ficient if city should have anticipated that some 
injury might result, and that plaintiff’s injury 


did result as natural and probable 
—Thompson v. City of Slater, Mo., 
72. Contributory 


consequence. 
193 S. W. 971. 
Negligence.—Plaintiff, a 
boy of 15, using the highway as playground 
and running across street at full speed, with- 
out looking or using some precaution to avoid 
visible danger from an approaching automobile, 
was guilty of contributory negligence as matter 
of law, preventing recovery for injury from be- 
ing struck by automobile.—Swetzoff v. O’Brien, 
Mass., 115 N. E. 748. 











73. Special Assessment.—Where city or- 
dered construction of sidewalks, and assessed 
cost for sidewalk abutting a quarter section, 
which had been platted into city lots, against 
the quarter section, and not the several lots 
which were owned by various persons, the as- 
sessment could not be canceled as to one lot 


and sustained as to another, where both 
City of Des 


owner 
were equally liable-—Cavanaugh v. 
Moines, Iowa, 162 N. W. 17. 

74. Special Taxes.—The 
tax bills depends exclusively upon a substantial 
adherence to the procedure prescribed by the 
statutes and ordinances.—Municipal Securities 
Corp. v. Moriarity, Mo., 193 S. W. 892, 

75. Negligence—Imputability.—In an action 
by an automobile passenger for injuries due to 
automobile colliding with street car, negligence 
of driver of automobile cannot be imputed to 
passenger.—Montague v. Missouri & K. I. Ry. 
Co., Mo., 193 S. W. 935. 

76. Principal and Agent—Holding Out.— 
Where plaintiff by letter initiated negotiations 
with defendant for sale of certain iron work, 


validity of special 
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stating that it would send its salesman to call 
upon him, plaintiff held salesman out to defend- 
ant as having special authority to close up a 
contract.—Chattanooga Roofing & Foundry Co. v. 
Porter, Ark., 193 S. W. 797. 


77. Restricted Territory.—Where a dealer’s 
contract with an automobile manufacturer to 
sell only in restricted territory was secured by 
a deposit with the manufacturer and provided 
its terms should apply to machines in the deal- 
er’s possession upon its termination, the deposit 
may be forfeited where dealer sells outside his 
territory after manufacturer terminates the con- 
ar aacarmaes v. Ford Motor Co., Mo., 193 S. 


78. Railroads—Reasonable Care.—Person who 
went to railroad station to ship case of eggs, 
and, after doing so, remained for train to receive 
milk can he was expecting, was not a trespasser, 
but was rightfully on premises, bound only to 
exercise reasonable care for his own safety.— 
Smith v. Cleveland, C., C. & St. L. Ry. Co., Ind., 
115 N. E. 603. 


79. Negligence.—Railroad company must 
use caution in passing with one train another 
train receiving and discharging passengers at 
station.—Smith v. Cleveland, C., C. & St. L. Ry. 
Co., Ind., 115 N. E. 603. 

80. Invitees.—Laborers employed on a stone 
crusher which a railroad company had permitted 
to be erected on its right of way, held at least 
invitees onthe tracks of the company, to whom 
the company owed the duty to use reasonable 
care not to injure them.—Hubbard v. Wabash 
R. Co., Mo., 193 S. W. 579. 

81. Contributory Negligence—Where wife 
was seated on front seat of automobile beside 
husband, who was driving it, and had equal 
knowledge regarding a railroad crossing, she 
was under the same duty of lookout and dis- 
covery as he was.—Beemer v. Chicago, R. I. & 
P. Ry. Co., Iowa, 162 N. W. 43. 

82.——-Contributory Negligence.—If unintoxi- 
cated person had taken seat near railroad track 
and there become intoxicated, or, being intoxi- 
cated, and not a passenger and under protec- 
tion of road, had gone by reason of intoxication 
upon the track, his own act would have pro- 
duced his dangerous situation, and he would 
have been contributorily negligent.—Fagan v. 
Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., N. Y., 115 N. E. 704, 
220 N. Y. 301. 

83. Release—Covenant Not to Sue.—Covenant 
by injured person not to sue one of two joint 
tort-feasors does not affect liability of other, 
and does not entitle other to credit for con- 
sideration of covenant.—Nashville Interurban 
Ry. v. Gregory, Tenn., 193 S. W. 1053. 

84. Religious Secieties—Disturbing Worship. 
—Member of religious congregation and pew- 
holder in its synagogue cannot enter building, 
and by unlawful and scandalous conduct deprive 
congregation and rabbi of its use for public 
worship.—Ashinsky v. Levenson, Pa., 100 Atl. 
491. 


85. Sales—Delivery.—Although goods deliv- 
ered to a carrier were consigned to buyer on 
an open bill of lading, it was competent for 
shipper to prove that a consummation of sale 
by a delivery of property was not intended, and 
fact that bill of lading was not forwarded to 
buyer, but was held in control of shipper, was 
admissible to show that there was no intention 
to deliver.—Georgia Marble Finishing Works v. 
Minor, Ark., 193 S. W. 498. 

86.——Repudiation of Contract.—Buyer’s tele- 
gram to seller that “we think it better for all 
concerned that shipments to gulf be stopped at 
once, * * * We will have to refuse payment on 
drafts’”—held a repudiation of the contract.— 
Lonsdale Grain Co. v. Canton Milling Co., Mo., 
193 S. W. 853. 

87. Warranty.——Where purchaser of ma- 
chine with right to test it on his farm loaned 
it to another to be used on another farm, he 
asserted ownership over it, from which law im- 
plies acceptance notwithstanding warranty of 
satisfaction.—Wetter Bros. v. Otto, Iowa, 162 N. 

T. 12. 


88. Street Railreads—cContributory Negli- 
gence.—A laborer on the public street must keep 
that lookout for cars and vehicles which an 





ordinarily careful man giving attention to his 
work would keep.—Bubb vy. Milwaukee Electric 
Ry. & Light Co., Wis., 162 N. W. 180. 

89. Humanitarian Doctrine.—A bicycle rider 
may be “oblivious” of danger under the hu- 
manitarian doctrine in turning onto a street car 
track, though he knew that the car was ap- 
proaching somewhere behind him.—Strother v. 
Dunham, Mo., 193 S. W. 882. 


90. Telegraphs and Telephones—Police Pow- 
er.—A telegraph company, though entering on 
use of street under Post Road Act 1866, may be 
required by the city under its police power to 
put its wires under ground.—City of Monroe v. 
Postal Telegraph Co., Mich., 162 N. W. 76. 


91. Trials—Evidence.—In lessee’s action for 
damages, where jury was told that he could re- 
cover only for removing debris brought into 
mine subsequent to his possession, failure to 
specifically repeat measure of damages as to 
separate wrongful acts was not material.—Sorg 
v. Frederick, Pa., 100 Atl. 481. 

92. Trusts—Removal of Trustee.—Where cir- 
cuit court, on bill to remove trustee, found that 
he had never kept proper books of account, had 
failed to account for a specific payment, had 
improperly released a mortgage, etc., he should 
have been removed at once as trustee, and or- 
dered to turn over immediately to his successor 
the trust funds in his hands, and to file a cor- 
rect report thereafter.—Wylie & Bushnell, IIL, 
115 N. E. 168. 

93. War—Neutrality.—Neutrality of United 
States held violated by action of belligerent in 
bringing prize into port of United States under 
prize crew to lay her up indefinitely—Berg v. 
British & African Steam Nav. Co., U. S. S. C., 37 
S. Ct. 337. 

94. Wills—Contract for Services.—A contract, 
whereby plaintiff should live with or near a hus- 
band and wife and give them a daughter’s care 
during life in consideration of property of which 
either husband or wife might be seised or pos- 
sessed, fully performed by plaintiff was valid 
and enforceable.—Harris v. Morrison, Kan., 163 
Pac. 1062. 

95. Deed.—A deed absolutely delivered by 
grantor to third party for unconditional delivery 
to grantee on grantor’s death is not open to 
the objection that it is a quasi testamentary dis; 
position and void unless executed with the same 
formality as a _ will.—German-American Nat. 
Bank of Lincoln v. Martin, Ill., 115 N. E. 721. 

96. Gift ‘to Class.—Bequest of corporate 
stock to executors in trust to hold and pay 
dividends to surviving wife and five children 
and their respective heirs share and share alike 
and to distribute their shares of stock at a cer- 
tain time was not a “gift to a class.”"—Wessborg 
v. Merrill, Mich., 162 N. W. 102. 

97. Perpetuities.—Devise to trustee, to pay 
income to niece during her life, and after her 
death to pay such income to such niece's chil- 
dren, until the youngest arrives at the age of 
25 years, at which time the corpus to be paid 
to the children, and, in case the niece dies with- 
out issue the property to go to H, though void 
as to the limitation to the children, as violating 
the rule against perpetuities, is vald as to the 
limitation to H.—Moroney v. Haas, Ill., 115 N. E. 
648. 

98. Revocation.—Where it will work an in- 
justice, a court of equity will not allow tes-% 
tator’s ignorance of rule that sale of real estate 
devised specifically works a revocation to defeat 
his manifest intention.—Kirsher v. Todd, Mich., 
162 N. W. 129. 

99. Subscribing Witness.—Where one wit- 
ness in subscribing will wrote his Christan name 
but completed the writing by inadvertently set- 
ting down initial and surname of anpther wit- 
ness whose signature preceded his held there 
was a sufficient subscription under Rev. Laws, c. 
135, § 1—Smith & Buffum, Mass., 115 N. E. 669. 

100. Inheritance.—Under will devising life 
interest to testator’s wife with remainder to 
their five children, and providing that if any 
child died before the inheritance passed to him, 
his issue, if any, should take his share, the 
husband of a deceased daughter, dying after 
testator and before the life tenant, inherited 
daughter’s share.—Hammond v. Martin, Kan., 
164 Pac. 171. 
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remaining idle as contumacious refusal to 
pay alimony, 44. 
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mer husband for their support 307. 

seizure on publication service of local cred- 
it to pay alimony, 319. 

statutory construction in respect of ground 
for divorce, 4 


DOMESTIC RELATIONS, 
the state as pater familias, 138. 


EMBEZZLEMENT, 
paying officer of a corporation exorbitant 
salary as constituting embezzlement, 119. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 
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ployers’ liability act, ‘ 

general provisions of ‘the national employ- 
ers’ liability act, 211. 

special provisions of the Employers’ Lia- 
bility Act, 231. 
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which one has removed, 337. 
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attorney fees in defending wrongful charge 
of maladministration, 6. 
jurisdiction of federal courts in adminis- 
tration of estates of decedents, 189. 
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see EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 
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trict, 43. 
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saved, 26. 
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your flag and my flag (verse), 274. 
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see PURE FOOD AND DRUG LAWS. 
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to satisfy statute of frauds, 369. 
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right of garnishment of indemnitor for lia- 
bility upon an executed contract, 271, 
right to attach funds in hands of officer of 
court after order of distribution, 236. 


GIFTS CAUSA MORTIS, 
disease resulting in death, 301. 


HUMOR OF THE LAW, 
19, 37, 57, 75. 93, 111, 129, 147, 185, 183, 203, 
221, 239, 258, 275, 293, 311, 329, 353, 371, 
389, 407, 425, 445, 463. 


INDEMNITY INSURANCE, 
suit against indemnity company for negli- 
gence in taking charge of and defending 
action against indemnitee, 431. 


INFANTS, 
tort by infant connected with or relating 
to contract, 349 


INHERITANCE TAX, 
see TAXATION. 


INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM, 
amendment to initiative and referendum as 
cata by the Oregon Bar Association, 
127 


correcting some abuses in the ongptien of 
the initiative and referendum, 1 


INSURANCE 
see LIFE INSURANCE. 
see INDEMNITY INSURANCE. 
see FIRE INSURANCE. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW, 
prize taken by belligerent on the high seas 
brought into neutral port, 229. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 
Webb-Kenyon law justifying prohibition of 
use of highways in carrying liquor 

through a state, 398. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT, 
constructive eviction of lessee by statute 
making part of his business illegal, 164. 


LAND REGISTRATION, 
present status of the Uniform Land Regis- 
tration Act, 263 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 
a plea to abolish foolishness in the law, 
455. 


Mr. Atwood’s Revenge on Col. Anthony, 145. 

has creative genius and originality in the 
learned professions been impaired by too 
much organization?, 454. 

the reign of law, 380. 


LEGAL EDUCATION, 
what books a law library should contain, 
117, 147. 
training ‘young lawyers in the way laws 
are made—Creighton University’s “Model 
House,” 865. 


LEGAL ETHICS, 
see PROFESSIONAL ETHICS. 


LEGAL PSYCHOLOGY, 
the need of an applied legal psychology, 
88 


psychology and evidence, 284. 
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LIBEL AND SLANDER, 
qualified privilege of one servant to use 
slanderous words of another servant, 43. 
venue of prosecution for libelous newspaper 
publication, 


LIFE INSURANCE, 
policy in favor of wife subsequently di- 
vorced, 28. 


LIMITATIONS, 
action on ppavennee policy for presumptive 
death, 


MANUFACTURERS, 
retailer carelessly selling explosive as re- 
lieving wholesaler, 45. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 
application of the doctrine of res ipsa lo- 
quitur in master and servant cases, 67. 
or of risk in “strain cases,” 320, 


3 

indefinite hiring is hiring at will, 404. 

joining master and servant in one count 
where injury is from willful conduct of 
latter, 138. 

superintendent of factory, though  vice- 
principal, recovering under safeguarding 
machinery statute, 361. 


MONOPOLIES, 
construction of tying clauses in contracts 
of sale, 335, 378. 
rule of reason as applied to combination 
between common carriers engaged in for- 
og commerce operative in this country, 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
furthering Fourth of yuly celebration as 
governmental ~—. 3. 
imprisonment for fine as unconstitutional, 
liability of city for injuries caused by im- 
proper use of streets, 
ordipance conditioning right" to erection of 
bill boards upon consent of majority of 
property owners, 155. 


NEGLIGENCE, 

application of the doctrine of res ipsa lo- 
quitur in master and servant cases, 67. 

federal rule as to proximate cause where 
goods are lost by act of God, 137. 

retailer carelessly selling explosive as re- 
lieving wholesaler, 45. 

stroke of lightning causing a wall to fall 
as proximate cause of injury, 414. 


PATENTS, 
acceptance of new process as persuasive 
evidence of patentability, 0. 
license contract construed as 
evasion, 378. 
tying clause contract limiting use of pat- 
ented article invalidated, 335. 


attempted 


PERJURY, 
prosecution for perjury alleged to have 
been committed in a former. criminal 
a in which defendant was acquitted, 


PERPETUITIES, 
burial lot in cemetery devoted to public 
use, 101. 


PLEADING AND PRACTICE, 
joining master and servant in one count 
where injury is from willful conduct of 
latter, 101, 8. 
party applying to be made defendant, 397. 





POST OFFICES, 
a tax on the dissemination of 
gence, 1. 


intelli- 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 
collection by check payable to order of 
agent authorized to collect money, 54. 
contracts by a “buffer” or “dummy” corpo- 
ration, 246. 
Mig Seems of agency in automobile cases, 


placing money for gambling in hands of 
employes as creating agency, 396. ‘ 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY, 

accommodation indorsers signing contem- 
poraneously are co-securieties, 326. 

fraud by one of contracting parties in pro- 
curing signature of guarantors, 

surety paying debt not barred where pay- 
able but barred where suit is for contri- 
bution, 421. 


PROCEDURE 
see REFORM OF PROCEDURE. 


PROCESS, 
exemption from service of non-resident at- 
torney attending trial, 1 
service on non-resident attorney, 32. 


PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, 
decisions by the New York County Law- 
yers’ Association Committee of Profes- 
sional Ethics, 36, 56, 202, 238, 327. 


PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS, 
duty of public utility to supply adequate 
facilities, though preventing fair return 
on investment, 209 


PURE FOOD AND DRUG LAWS, 
caveat emptor and the pure food laws, 63. 


eee qe IN THE BRITISH 


COUR 
102, 155. 


REFORM OF PROCEDURE, 
is all error pomapeety a egettiaes tam 
old rule that is dying har 309 
reforming federal procedure, » I 5. 


RES IPSA LOQUITUR, 
see NEGLIGENCE. 


SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT, _ 
proximate, and not immediate, cause of in- 
jury, 452. 


SALES, 
caveat emptor and the pure food laws, 63. 
constitutionality of “Blue Sky” laws, 99. 
knowledge by seller of intent 5 i - 
use goods in an unlawful business, 


SEALS, 
ae peetiatons law of private seals, 304, 
462. 


STARE DECISIS, 
see COUR 
rule as to constitutional questions, 361. 


STRIKES, 
see WORK AND LABOR. 


TAXATION, 
non- -taxability of pledged property of non- 
residents, " 
a tax on the dissemination of _intelli- 
gence, 1, P 
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TORRENS SYSTE 
see LA ND REGISTRATION. 


TRADE MARKS AND TRADE NAMES, 
a ae protected product sold in bulk, 228, 


corporate name permitted by law, 84. 


TREATIES, 
treaties and state laws, 434. 


UNIFORM STATE LAWS, 
present status of the Uniform Land Regis- 
tration Act, 263. 
uniform commercial laws, 192. 
WAR, 
the Cotton Restitution Fund, 268. 


WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 
reciprocal legislation fixing toll for bridge 
over boundary river between states, 117. 


WEEKLY DIGEST OF IMPORTANT OPINIONS, 
26, 38, 58, 76, 94, 112, 130, 148, 166, 184, 204, 
222, 240, 258, 276, 294, 312, 330, 354, 372, 

390, 408, 426, 446, 464, 


WHITE SLAVE LAW, 
construction of “White Slave Act” as am- 
biguous or unambiguous legislation, 171. 





WITNESSES, 
competency as dependent on belief in di- 
vine punishment for perjury, 174. 


WORK AND LABOR, 
agreement between members of a labor 
union against business as_ constituting 
unfair trade, 247. 
limiting the right to strike, 121. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION LAWS, 

application to interstate carrier in its in- 
trastate business, 282. 

constitutionality of the New York Compul- 
sory Workmen’s Compensation Law, 227 

constitutionality of plan in Workmen's 
Compensation Act for Industrial Insur- 
ance, 245. 

distinct injuries for which compensation is 
claimed, 432. 

the — of marrying after an accident, 
21 


procedure under British Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Laws, 302, 398. 

remedy under Workmen's Compensation 
Acts not exclusive of rights against third 
persons for injuries, 377. 
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TO ALL THE “DIGESTS OF CURRENT OPINIONS” IN VOL. 84. 





This subject-index contains a reference under its appropriate head to every digest of cur- 


rent opinions which has appeared in the volume. 


The references, of course, are to the pages 


upon which the digest may be found. There are no cross-references, but each digest is in- 
dexed herein under that head for which it would most naturally occur to a searcher to look. 
It will he understood that the page to which reference, by number, is made, may contain more 
than one case on the subject under examination, and therefore the entire page in each in- 
stance will negessarily have to be scanned in order to make effective and thorough search. 


Accord and Satisfaction—Evidence, 372. 


Acknowledgment—wWife, 408. 


Adoption—Executory Contract, 240. 


Adverse Possession—Boundary Line, 112; Bur- 
den of Proof, 354; Color of Title, 330, 372, 
390; Conflicting Patents, 94; Continuousness, 
204; Cotenant, 312; Cutting Timber, 426; 
Dower, 94; Estoppel, 184, 204; Evidence, 166, 
294, 464; Extending Possession, 372; Intents, 
184; Licensees, 112; Mistake, 130; Occupancy, 
354, 464; Parol Gifts, 204; Prescription, 354, 
408; Privity of Contract, 276; Public Use, 
240; Statute of Limitations, 258, 354, 426; 
Taxes, 94. 


Agriculture—Statutory Construction, 166. 


Alteration of Instruments—Material Alteration, 
276; Materiality, 312. 


Arbitration and Award—Future Damages, 58. 


Arrest—Constitutional Law, 148; Mesne Process, 
276; Without Warrant, 20. 


Arson—Evidence, 204. 


Assault and Battery—Abettor, 
Weapon, 38; Variance, 38. 


130; Deadly 


Assignments—Expectancy, 258; Sufficiency, 294. 


Associations—Dissolution, 148. 


Attachment—Bond, 276; Discharge, 240; Disso- 
lution, 312; Publication, 258; Lien, 372; Re- 
instatement, 130; Vacating Judgment, 408. 





Attorney and Client—Ambiguity, 304; Appear- 
ance, 112; Attorney Fees, 112; Authority of 
Attorney, 58, 312; Contingent Fee, 390, 464; 
Contracts, 330; Damages, 408; Death of 
Client, 372; Disbarment, 184, 222, 240, 276, 
464; Disclosed Principal, 446; Employment, 
276; Equitable Lien, 240; Estoppel, 58; Evi- 
dence, 294; Fraud, 148, 446; Lien, 58; Lien 
for Fee, 390, 464; Misconduct, 38, 94, 148, 
166, 184, 222; Neglect, 20; Officer of Court, 
76; Practice of Law, 166, 372; Presumption, 
184, 240; Quantum Meruit, 76; Reinstate- 
ment, 446; Reprimand, 130; Scope of Author- 
ity, 222; Scope of Employment, 38; Services, 
258; Service to Wife, 148; Special Author- 
ity, 258; Substituting Attorney, 240; Sum- 
mary Proceeding, 20; Suspension, 426. 


Bailment—Bailee for Hire, 148, 372; Compensa- 
tion, 372; Evidence, 76; Negligence, 464; 
Pledge, 372; Services, 58. 


Bankruptcy—Action by Trustee, 330; Action on 
Note, 312; Act of, 148, 258, 426; Adjudication, 
94, 204, 312; Allowance of Claim, 76; Appeal 
and Error, 20; Appraisement, 58; Attorneys, 
240; Attorney Fee, 408; Assets, 258, 390; 
Assignment, 184; Barred Claim, 426; Bona 
Fide Purchaser, 58; Book Account, 276; Bond 
for Title, 330; Burden of Proof, 112; Com- 
pensation, 58; Competitive Bidding, 240; 
Composition, 58, 222, 372; Concealment, 130; 
Conditional Sale, 112, 258; Conditional Sale 
Contract, 390; Consideration, 204; Consign- 
ment, 240; Contempt, 58; Conversion, 312; 
Corporation, 276, 354; Custodia Legis, 166; 
Deficiency Judgment, 312; Disallowance of 
Claim, 58, 76; Discharge, 130, 222, 258, 408; 
Discretion, 408; Equitable Lien, 408; Equity 
of Redemption, 240; Estoppel, 58, 112, 184, 
258, 372; Evidence, 20; Execution, 330; Ex- 
ecutory Contract, 94; Exemption, 58, 204, 
330, 372; Extortion, 76; False Pretense, 76, 


184, 354; Foreclosure, 240, 258;°' Foreign 
Judgment, 294; Fraud, 94, 204, 372, 446; 
Fraudulent Conveyances, 204; Homestead, 


38; Injunction, 94, 390; Insurance, 184, 258, 
390; Intervention, 184, 222; Joint Makers, 
312; Judgment, 76; Judicial Sale, 390; Juris- 
diction, 58, 148, 222, 258, 294, 330, 373; Keep- 
ing of Books, 112; Labors, 94, 204; Land- 
lord’s Lien, 222; Lex Fori, 258; Liens, 204; 
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Mechanics’ Lien, 76, 259, 312; Mortgage, 58, 
166, 259; Notice, 312; Occupation, 76; Option, 
426; Overpayment, 446; Partnership, 354; Pe- 
tition to Review, 312; Petition to Revise, 
148; Pleading and Practice, 76, 148; Plead- 
ings, 330; Plenary Suit, 259; Practice, 76, 354; 
Preference, 59, 112, 148, 166, 184, 222, 2659, 
294, 355, 373, 446; Priority, 76, 94; Pro Rata 
Distribution, 313; Provable Debt, 20, 94, 130, 
330, 408; Public Lands, 76; Receiver, 330; 
Recording Conveyance, 204; Referee, 408; 
Remainderman, 240; Removal of Trustee, 
446; Rent, 330, 426; Reopening Proceedings, 
184; Retention of Title, 276; Schedules, 59, 
222; Set-Off, 205; Statutory Construction, 77; 
Stockholder, 426; Taxes, 426; Title of Trus- 
tee, 166; Trustee, 77, 130, 259, 331; Trustee 
ex Maleficio, 373; Unincorporated Company, 
373; Unpaid Rent, 259; Wages, 426; Willful 
Tort, 259. 


Banks and Banking—Agency, 313; Assessment 
on Stock, 205; Assignment, 331; Blank In- 


dorsement, 38; Certificate of Deposit, 373; 
Collateral, 276; Collateral Security, 390; 
Collection, 38; Defective Check, 354; De- 
positor, 112, 313; Estoppel, 446; Extension 
of Notes, 354; Forgery, 408, 426; Inherent 
Powers, 112; Insolvency, 166, 3738, 464; Is- 
suance of Stock, 94; Joint Deposit, 112; 


Liquidation, 130, 240; Misappropriation, 148; 


Mismanagement, 390; Negligence, 38, 
259; Notice, 38, 94, 148; Non-Resident Di- 
rector, 354; Officers, 408; Overdraft, 130; 
Part Payment, 38; Patented Article, 276, 


426; Pensions, 276; Pleading, 408; Preference, 
446; Rescission, 277, 354; Revoking Check, 
149; Surety, 427; Slight Care, 373; Set-Off, 
427; Stamped Indorsement, 427; Ultra Vires, 
38; Unpaid Subscription, 166, 354. 


Bills and Notes—Acceptance, 113, 205; Accommo- 


dation Indorser, 38, 355; Accommodation 
Maker, 277; Action, 205; Assignment, 166; 
Assignor, 446; Attorney Fees, 94; Bank- 


ruptcy of urety, 446; Certification of Check, 
ruptcy of Surety, 77, 205, 313; Consideration, 
59, 259, 313, 390, 464; Contribution, 409; De- 
fenses, 130, 373; Descriptio Personae, 277; 
Evidence, 38, 130, 313, 427; Filling Blanks, 
222; Guaranty, 184; Holder in Due Course, 
241; Indorser, 77, 113, 205, 331, 409; Inquiry, 

* 355; Joint Makers, 331; Jurisdiction, 38; Lis 
Pendens, 95; Maturity, 95; Mistake, 409; 
Notice of Defect, 241, 259; Notice of Dis- 
honor, 277, 355, 446; Payment, 149; Place of 
Contract, 409; Pleading and Practice, 277; 
Presentation and Demand, 166; Recoupment, 
77; Renewal, 241; Reservation of Title, 166; 
Signature, 149; Sunday Contract, 185, 518; 
Ultra Vires, 241, 427; Usage and Custom, 
259; Variance, 166; Waiver, 390, 446; War- 
ranty, 355; Without Recourse, 464. 


Boundaries—Acquiescence, 
Monuments, 76. 


113; Meanders, ri Be 


Brokers—Agency, 464; Anticipatory Breach, 259; 
Commission, 77, 241, 259, 391, 447, 464; Con- 
tract, 222; Competition Between, 113; Evi- 


dence, 95, 331; Good Faith, 241; Implied 
Agreement, 391, 427; License, 391; Ratifica- 
tion, 373, 409; Rescission, 373; written Con- 
tract, 294. 


Carriers of Goods—Acceptance, 113, 185; Action, 
409; Act of God, 409; Bill of Lading, 391, 
464; Burden of Proof, 391; Carmack Amend- 
ment, 259; Car Shortage, 167; Carload Lots, 
20, 427; Common Carrier, 59, 222; Confisca- 
tory Rates, 131; Connecting Carrier, 277, 391, 
447; Conversion, 77; Damages, 331, 373; De- 
lay, 373, 391, 409; Delivery, 113, 447; De- 
fects in Car, 223; Demurrage, 39, 427; Dis- 
crimination, 223, 373; Forged Bill of Lad- 
ing, 149; Freight Rates, 223; Illegality, 373; 
Indemnity Bond, 277, 427; Initial Carrier, 
39, 149, 167, 223, 277; Lex Loci Contractus, 
77; Lien, 277; Limitation of Liability, 39; 
Negligence, 185; Notice of Arrival, 427; No- 
tify Order, 355; Perishable Freight, 29, 355; 
Prepayment, 447; Punitive Damages, 149, 
205; Rates, 167, 464; Schedule of Rates, 95; 
Scope of Agency, 39; Scope of Duty, 331; 
Storage Charges, 39; Switching Arrange- 
ment, 277; Tariff Rates, 149; Transportation 
and Switching, 391; Uncertainty, 294; Valua- 
tion, 241; Vis Mejor, 77; Waiver, 313; 
Wrongful Removal, 409. 


Carriers of Live Stock—Care Taken, 331; Car- 
mack Amendment, 373; Claim of Damages, 
185; Derailment, 447; Delay, 294, 331, 409; 
Estoppel, 294; Furnishing Cars, 113; Injuries 
in Transit, 39; Limitation of Liability, 294, 
374; Negligence, 113; Notice, 313; Notice of 
Claim, 113, 427; Notice of Damages, 131, 
374; Quarantine, 149; Stipulation, 167, 427; 
Variance, 167; Waiver, 241, 331. 


Carriers of Passengers—Alighting, 20, 113, 149, 
223, 447; Anticipating Injury, 427; Assault 
by Servant, 20; Baggage, 294; Boarding 
Train, 464; Burden of Proof, 391; Common 
Carrier, 313; Contributory Negligence, 167, 
187, 313, 409; Delegation of Duty, 185; Des- 
tination, 294, 331; Ejection, 39, 113, 167, 241, 


259, 409; Emergency, 465; Evidence, 205, 
313, 331; Executory Contract 205; Free 
Transportation, 39; Freight Trains, 223; 


Gratuitous Service, 374; Intent to Board, 374; 
Intoxication, 294, 391, 409, 465; Joint Tort- 
feasor, 149; Joint Station, 294; Limitation, 
167; Loss of Baggage, 7, 167; Mental Suf- 
fering, 205; Negligence, 95, 185, 294, 313, 409; 
Notice of Illness, 113; Ordinary Care, 409; 
Overcrowded Car, 313; Personal Security, 374; 
Protection from Assault, 223; Public Ser- 
vice, 391; Relation of Passenger, 223, 465; 
Res Ipsa Loquitur, 185, 205; Street Rail- 
ways, 355; Sleeping Car Company, 447; 
Starting Cars, 313; Regulation, 391; Sudden 
Starting, 77, 391. 


Charities—Trust, 409; Uncertainty, 294. 


Chattel Mortgages—Assignment, 241, 355; De- 





scription of Property, 95, 223; Election of 
Remedy, 223; Foreclosure, 131; Good Faith, 
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374; Notice from Record, 374; Priority, 185; 
Retaking Property, 185; Retention of Title, 
205. 


Commerce—Burden on, 95, 131; Congressional 
Inaction, 277, 427; Delivery Agent, 113; Em- 
ployes, 20, 39, 167, 241, 260, 277, 331, 355, 374, 
391, 409, 427, 447, 465; Employers’ Liability 
Act, 131, 277, 284, 427; Franchise Tax, 223; 
Injunction, 59; Interference With, 223; In- 
terstate Commerce, 223; Interstate Ship- 
ment, 78, 167; Intoxicating Liquors, 39, 78, 
295; Jurisdiction, 241; Logging Road, 465; 
Mental Anguish, 295, 410; Overcharges, 59; 
Police Regulation, 95, 241, 295; Preference 
in Rates, 167; Rates, 167, 241; Regulation, 
59, 186; Sale, 113; Separation of Races, 185; 
State Regulation, 223; Taxation, 465; Trans- 
portation, 59; Unlawful Discrimination, 39; 
Waiver, 427, 428; Warehouseman, 95; Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 356. 


Conspiracy—Bankruptcy, 167, 392; Corporations, 
465: Election Frauds, 465; Labor Union, 295; 
Police Power, 392. 


Constitutional Law—Acceptance of Charter, 223; 
Bill Boards, 295; Blue Sky Law, 278; Class 
Legislation, 295; Compulsory’ Insurance, 
356; Curative Statute, 314; Discrimination, 
374, 465; Due Process Clause, 278; Eight 
Hour Day, 428; Equal Protection of Law, 
410; Fourteenth Amendment, 278; Health, 
131; Intoxicating Liquors, 356; Jitney Busses, 
150; Jury Trial, 428; License, 278; License 
Tax, 356; Municipal Law, 131; Non-Resi- 
dents, 167; Penalty, 95; Physicians and Sur- 
geons, 168, 241; Police Power, 168, 224; Pub- 
lic Policy, 20; Pure Seed Law, 428; Service 
by Publication, 428; Vested Rights, 20; 
Workmen's Compensation Act, 356. 


115; 
241; 


Contempt—Attorney, 295; Corroboration, 
Explanation, 295; Inherent Power, 
Newspaper Publication, 278. 


Contracts—Commissions, 95; Consideration, 356; 
Illegality, 168; Performances, 168; Third 
Person, 168. 


Corporations—Attorney, 356; Certificate of Stock, 

21; Contract, 131; Consolidation, 241; Cumu- 

lative Voting, 150; Deed, 242; Evidence, 95; 

Fraud, 242; General Manager, 150; Implied 

Contract, 114, 224; Insolvency, 262; Inter- 

vention, 242; Jurisdiction, 95; Laches, 168; 

Libel and Slander, 168; Minority Stockhold- 

er, 168; Notice, 131, 185; Overvaluation, 96; 

Promoters, 96; Purchasing Own Stock, 185; 

Quo Warranto, 242; Receivership, 150; Reli- 

ance on Representations, 114; Rescission of 

: Contract, 150; Sales, 96; Stockholder, 295; 
Stockholder’s Liability, 131; Subscription to 











Stock, 21, 114, 131; Surrender of Stock, 114; 
Transfer of Stock, 295; Trust Fund, 96. 









Covenants—Appendant, 332; Building Restric- 
tions, 186, 332; Contractural Obligation, 242; 
Mutuality, 332; Partition Fence, 224. 









Courtesy—lInitiate, 78. 







Damages —Agegravation, 410; Attorney and 
Client, 410; Building Contract, 447; Change 
of Grade, 332; Difficulty in Ascertaining, 
242; Earning Capacity, 410; Emergency, 242; 
Evidence, 186, 447; Executory Contract, 314; 
Increased Freight, 465; Instructions, 296; 
Liquidated, 260; Landlord and Tenant, 96; 
Measure of, 447, 465; Market Value, 278; 
Minimizing, 21; Profits, 96; Reasonable 
Value, 374; Second Hand Goods, 224; Spe- 
cial Damages, 260. 




































Dead Bodies—Right of Action, 465. 


Death—Amendment of Pleadings, 39; Children, 
296; Comity, 374; Consent to Operation, 374; 
Damages, 96; Dependents, 224; Evidence, 21, 
296, 278; Financial Loss, 465; Funeral Ex- 
penses, 392; Jurisdiction, 314; Mental Suffer- 
ing, 186; Negligence, 260; Presumption, 260; 
Statutory Construction, 96; Unlawful Em- 
ployment, 186. 





Dedication—Acceptance, 242; Common Law Plat, 
21; Estoppel, 296; Platted Land, 242; Statu- 
tory, 296. 


Deeds—Consideration, 296; Delivery, 374, 392; 
Description of Property, 78; Duress, 296, 
447; Evidence, 78, 447; Fraud, 278; Inten- 
tion, 428; Negligence in Signing, 114; Res- 
ervation, 59; Subsequently Acquired Title, 
,410; Wills, 59, 374. 





Descent and Distribution—Assumption of Debt, 
78; Children, 356; Statutory Construction, 
150. 








Divorce—Abatement of Suit, 314; Alimony, 260; 
Contempt, 150; Condonation, 150; Corrobor- 
ation, 59; Counsel Fees, 96; Counterclaim, ’ 
465; Cruel Treatment, 114, 465; Custody of 
Children, 150, 224, 428; Desertion, 296; 
Domicile, 21; Estate by Entirety, 392; Evi- 
dence, 278; Indignities, ‘150; Jurisdiction, 
150, 331, 410; Lien, 242; Legal Discretion, 
278; Misconduct, 260; Quieting Title, 314; 
Reconciliation, 150; Reform of Conduct, 392; 
Separate Property, 314; Vacating Decree, 
224. 





Demicile—Intent to Return, 21. 
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Dower—Mines and Minerals, 392. 


Drains—Assessment, 60; Jurisdiction, 59. 


Druggists—Indictment and Information, 78. 


Elections—Qualification of Voter, 465. 


Electricity—Burden of Proof, 260; Confiscatory 
Rates, 168; Contributory Negligence, 224; 
Discrimination, 242; Employers’ Liability 
Law, 168; Negligence, 465; Notice of Dan- 
ger, 392; Ordinary Care, 448; Proximate 
Cause, 186, 466; Service, 39; Trespasser, 224, 
332. 


Eminent Domain—Abandonment, 314; Abutting 
Property, 410; Additional Servitude, 410; 
Compensation, 21, 60; Consequential Dam- 
ages, 332; Constitutional Law, 332, 448; Cor- 
poration, 332; Damages, 314; Implied Power, 
332; Leasehold, 332; Municipal Corporation, 
314; Nuisance, 465; Ordinance, 356; Over- 
flowing Land, 466; Public Use, 21, 332; Sea 
Wall, 356; Taking, 78. 


Estoppel—Consignee in Good Faith, 40; Chattel 
Mortgage, 314; Conditional Delivery, 96; 
Evidence, 168; Husband and Wife, 466; In- 
competent Positions, 40; Prospective In- 
heritance, 356; Purchaser of Security, 448; 
Reception of Benefits, 260; Tenancy in Com- 
mon, 314. 


Executors and Administrators—<Accounting, 21, 
242; Commissions, 260; Ejectment, 186; Em- 
ployment of Attorneys, 448; Evidence, 60; 
Gratuitous Services, 466; Husband and 
Wife, 186; Rescission, 40; Vesting in Heirs, 
186. 


Exchange of Property—Damages, 410; Rescis- 
sion, 410. 


Factors—Commission, 332. 


False Imprisonment—-Arrest Without Warrant, 
96; Evidence, 21; Illegal Arrest, 392; Malice, 
392; Respondeat Superior, 40. 


False Pretenses—Immateriality, 428; Indict- 
ment and Information, 410; Obtaining 
Money, 332. 


Ferries—Locus in Quo, 410. 


Fixtures—Conditional Vendor, 260; Evidence, 
410; Mortgage, 242; Removability, 224, 296; 
Tenancy, 315, 





Forgery—Evidence, 40; Indictment, 332. 


Fraud—Damages, 60; Deceit, 224; Defenses, 60; 
Evidence, 40, 60; Misrepresentation, 60, 150, 
242; Opinion, 356; Rescission, 332. 


Frauds, Statute of—Guaranty, 242; Memoran- 
dum, 21, 296; Novation, 114; Oral Contract, 
278, 315; Part Payment, 392; Part Perform- 
ance, 315. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—Consideration, 96; 
Equity, 428, 448; Evidence, 392; Execution, 
428; Homestead, 392, 428; Insolvency, 278; 
Notice of Intent, 278; Parties to Action, 40; 
Purchaser in Good Faith, 466; Sales in 
Bulk, 21. 


Gaming—Principals in Misdemeanor, 40; Pur- 
chase and Sale, 224; Slot Machine, 448; Wag- 
ering Contract, 96. 


Garnishment—Debt, 260; Process, 224. 
Gas—Evidence, 296; Unavoidable Accident, 150. 


Gifts—Causa Mortis, 356; Evidence, 21; Execu- 
tors, 169; Intent, 40; Promissory Note, 132; 
Separate Property, 78. 


Guaranty—Conditional, 278; Consideration, 151; 
Damages, 243; Ordinary Care, 411; Release, 
151; Separation From Contract, 411; Uncon- 
ditional, 151. 


Guardian and Ward—tTender, 40. 


Habeas Corpus—Appeal and Error, 428; Munici- 
pal Judge, 243; Presumptions, 96. 


Highways—Abandonment, 356; Abutting, 114; 
Assumption of Liability, 278, 356; Automo- 
biles, 151, 296, 428; County Bonds, 278; Evi- 
dence, 428, 466; Negligence per se, 78, 96, 
114, 296; Notice of Defects, 448; Obstruction, 
392; Prescription, 332, 411; Reasonable Care, 
60; Respondeat Superior, 96; Rule of Road, 
411; Trespass, 392; Unlicensed Driver, 78. 


Homestead—A bandonment, 96; Adult Heirs, 40; 
Execution 224; Intention, 466; Liens, 279; 
Partition, 78; Remainderman, 78; Town Lots, 
279; Undivided Interest, 60. 


Husband and Wife—Abandonment, 78; Agency, 
224, 466; Alienation of Affections, 212; Com- 
munity Property, 261, 296; Contract, 261; 
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Counterclaim, 169; Deeds, 40; Divorce, 374; 
Duress, 356; Entirety, 151, 411; Fraud, 296; 
Gift, 315; Head of Family, 151; Joinder, 
40, 466; Joint Deposit, 22; Necessaries, 243; 
Pleading, 114; Public Policy, 78; Wife’s Es- 
tate, 261. 


Indictment and Information—Definiteness, 40; 
Election, 40; Insufficiency, 40; Keeping Gam- 
ing Table, 466; Selling Intoxicating Liquors, 
466. 


Innkeepers—Fire Escapes, 243; Ordinary Care, 


243; Sleeping Car, 225. 


Injunction—Amending Order, 243; Citizen of 
State, 97; Criminal Proceedings, 332; Labor 
Strike, 356; Nuisance, 60; Pecuniary Dam- 
ages, 466; Penal Ordinance, 78. 


Insurance—Abandonment,, 169; Accident, 114, 
169, 279, 332, 466; Accident Policy, 206; 
Adopted Child, 333; Agency, 296, 392; 
Amending Laws, 60; Adjuster, 448; Ap- 


praisal, 448; Assignment of Policy, 151, 448; 
Attachment, 261; Attorney Fees, 206; Avoid- 
ance of Policy, 97; Books in Safe Place, 356; 
Breach of Warranty, 60, 225; Burden of 
Proof, 79, 225, 279; Burglary, 22, 448; By- 
Laws, 60; Cancellation, 186; Commissions, 
261; Concurrent Insurance, 114; Condition 
Precedent, 261; Conditions of Notice, 186; 
Conditions of Policy, 226; Construction of 
Policy, 261, 333, 374; Course of Conduct, 
151; Custom, 296; Delivery of Policy, 243; 
Dependent, 261; Disease, 150; Estoppel, 279; 
Evidence, 225, 279, 315; Executors and Ad- 
ministrators, 448; Expectancy, 466; Extend- 
ed Insurance, 310; Felonious Killing, 392; 
Fire Proof Stock, 357; Foreign Corporation, 
12, 206; Forfeiture, 79, 132, 448; Fraternal 
Society, 41, 225, 279; Fraud, 296, 357, 428; 
Hazardous Employment, 398; Illegal Em- 
ployment, 97; Implied Authority, 151, 466; 
Incontestability, 114; Increased Damages, 
114; Indemnity Policy, 114, 186; Insolvency, 
297; Insurable Interest, 132, 151, 243; Keep- 
ing Books, 115; Limitation, 79; Loan Clause, 
333; Misrepresentation, 169, 261, 357, 411, 
448; Notice of Accident, 186; Notice to In- 
surer, 115; Official Opinion, 243; Paid Up 
Policy, 186; Partial Invalidity, 333; Passen- 
gers on Train, 60; Place of Contract, 279; 
Pleading and Practice, 206; Principal and 
Agent, 169; Profiting by own Wrong, 186; 
Proof of Loss, 132, 151; Public Policy, 97; 
Reformation of Contract, 243; Reorganiza- 
tion, 411; Representations, 243; Return of 
Premium, 466; Salvage, 448; Seven Years 
Presumption, 315; Scope of Agency, 333; 
Sole Ownership, 22, 151; Soliciting Agent, 
151; Stipulation, 279, 333, 374; Subcontractor, 
448; Subrogation, 297; Surety Company, 41; 
Suspension, 60; Tender, 40, 411; Theft of 
Property, 448; Total Disability, 279; Unex- 
plained Absence, 333; Verbal Contract, 357, 
448, 466; Waiver, 279, 393, 448; Warranty, 
315; Workmen’s Compensation Act, 132. 





Interest—Accrual of Action, 151; Settlement, 
132; Tender, 132. 


Intoxicating Liquors—Agency, 206; Aiding and 
Abetting, 411; Assisting Sale, 79; Beverage, 
411; Closing Saloons, 97; Clubs, 41; Defined, 
132; Election, 97; Evidence, 19, 22, 186, 279, 
393, 448; Forfeiture, 243; Gambling, 97; Il- 
legal Sale, 333; Indictment and Information, 


225, 279, 393, 466; Injunction, 79, 333, ° 411, 
428; Mandamus, 22; Medical Prescription, 
466; Misdemeanor, 243; Nuisance, 411; Po- 


lice Power, 297, 357; Regulation, 243; Sale 
and Delivery, 151; Sales, 97; Saloon License, 
261; Searches and Seizures, 428; Shipment, 
186, 206; Transportation, 206; Unlawful 
Sale, 41, 225; Variance, 261; Venue, 187. 


Joint Adventures—Agency, 467. 


Landlord and Tenant—Abandonment, 297; Breach 
of Covenant, 315; Common Stairway, 206; 
Contract, 169; Crops, 357; Deposit as Secur- 
ity, 467; Extension of Lease, 393; Holding 
Over, 225; Indemnity Bond, 449; Lease, 132; 
Notice, - 132; Obvious Danger, 393;- Public 
Policy, 393; Repairs, 357; Reservation, 187; 
Rescission, 169; Signs on Walls, 261; Sub- 
letting, 41, 132, 467; Surrender of Premises, 
261; Verbal Agreement, 449. 


Libel. and Slander—<Action, 169; Cartoons, 261; 
Circulation of Printed Matter, 411; Dam- 
ages, 243; Evidence, 206; Injury to Business, 
115, 449; Innuendo, 132; Justification, 375; 
Newspaper Publication, 393; Oral Statement, 
24; Privilege, 411; Prejudicing Trade, 261; 
Privileged Communication, 207; Repetition, 
243; Slander Per Se, 243, 467. 


Licenses—Constitutional Law, 132; Discrimina- 
tion, 333; Fraud, 357; Interstate Commerce, 
115; Loan Business, 207; Privilege Tax, 279. 


Life Estates — Incumbrance, 207; Remainder- 


man, 207. 


Livery Stable and Garage Keepers—Bailment, 
449, 


Malicious Prosecution—Abandonment, 393; Ad- 
vice of Counsel, 151; Evidence, 393; Prob- 
able Cause, 297, 411; Public Policy, 393. 


Mandamus—Condition of Granting, 243; Corpo- 
ration, 333; Defenses, 315; Demurrer, 429; 
Discretion, 449; Discrimination, 429; Elec- 
tion, 225: Evidence, 207; Industrial Commis- 
sion, 225; Inspection of Corporate Books, 
245; Official Duty, 187; Primary Election, 
429; Remedy, 187, 207; Transcending Power, 
226. 
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Accident, 169, 225, 315; Ap- 
115; Assumption of Risk, 
97, 187, 315, 333, 357, 411, 449; Automobile 
Owner, 411; Average Wages, 393; Bar to 
Recovery, 115; Burden of Proof, 375; Caddy, 
393; Casual Employment, 393; Chauffeur, 61, 
357; Common Carrier, 133; Comparative Neg- 
ligence, 151; Competent Servants, 41; Con- 
tributory Negligence, 61, 79, 393; Course of 
Employment, 115, 133, 187, 207, 225, 261, 
357, 375, 393, 429, 467; Defective Appliances, 
207; Dependency, 449; Direction of Verdict, 
41; Discharge, 333; Due Course of Employ- 
ment, 133; Eight-Hour Day, 429; Election, 
133, 187; Emergency, 429; Employe, 207; 
Employers’ Liability Act, 297, 357, 393, 429; 


Master and Servant 
peal and Error, 





Employment, 61, 393; Estoppel, 297; Evi- 
dence, 61, 169, 187, 225, 297, 429, 449; Ex- 
plosion, 187; Farm Laborer, 115; Fellow 


Servant, 97, 115, 261, 357; Finding by Com- 
mission, 225; Guarding Machinery, 187; Haz- 
ardous Employment, 115, 133, 187, 225, 244, 
357, 429; Hours of Service Act, 133, 449; Il- 
legitimate Child, 79; Incompetency, 115; In- 
dependent Contractor, 169; Industrial Acci- 
dent, 467; Inexperience, 261; Inspection, 151; 
Instruction, 61; Intentional Injury, 315; In- 
terstate Employment, 187; Joint Liability, 
207; Jurisdiction, 315; Labor Law, 411; Loss 
of Eye, 467; Loss of Foot, 375; Maritime 
Employment, 393; Natural Death, 61; Neg- 
ligence, 41, 244, 297, 357, 467; Non-Residents, 
393; Notice of Danger, 115; Notice of In- 
jury, 207, 411; Obvious Danger, 133, 225; Or- 
dinary Care, 61; Partial Disability, 357, 393, 
394; Permanent Disability, 115, 357; Plead- 
ing, 187; Police Power, 467; Presumption, 
394; Principal and Agent, 115; Proximate 
Cause, 133; Railroading, 429; Reasonable 
Care, 357; Reliance on Master, 207; Res Ipsa 
Loquitur, 169, 244, 333, 411; Respondeat Su- 
perior, 61, 133, 152, 187, 225, 394, 449; Safe 
Implements, 412; Safe Place to Work, 79, 169, 
297; Safety Appliance, 79, 97; Salary, 97; 
Scope of Employment, 133; Sole Cause of 
_ Injury, 394; Statutes of Limitation, 187; 
Statutory Construction, 115, 169; Sudden 
Death, 297; Switching Crew, 315; 429; Total 
Incapacity, 297; Vice Principal, 41, 225, 333; 
Visible Sign of Injury, 115; Warning, 41, 
152, 262; Willful Misconduct, 375, 449; Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 19, 79, 97, 115, 133, 
187, 207, 225, 244, 297, 315, 333, 357, 375, 394, 
412, 429, 449, 467. 


Militia—Enlistment, 116. 


Mortgages—Assignment, 133; Assumption of 
Debt, 97; Attorney Fee, 244; Collateral Se- 
curity, 262; Condition Broken, 467; Con- 
struction of, 187; Contingent Remainder, 
375; Equity, 375; Failure of Consideration, 
244, 316; Foreclosure, 333; Installments, 467; 
Intent, 170; Notice, 244; Priority, 61; Valid- 
ity Between Parties, 97. 


Municipal Corporations—Accident, 262; Assess- 
ments, 297; Comparative Negligence, 
Competition in Bidding, 429; Contract, 412; 
Contributory Negligence, 188, 394, 429, 449; 
Damages, 375; Discretion, 79; Dedication of 


375; 








Streets, 226; Estoppel, 297; Evidence, 61, 79, 
188, 429; Fire Protection, 116; Governmental 
Duty, 280, 449; Highways, 280; Indictment 
and Information, 429; Injunction, 97; In- 
structions, 61, 226, 375; License, 244; Motor- 
cycle, 430; Negligence, 97, 116; Notice of De- 
fect, 116, 188, 449; Notice of Injury, 208; 
Nuisance, 412; Ordinance, 244, 297, 430, 449; 
Ordinary Care, 316, 430; Parks, 394; Pedes- 
trians, 262; Police Power, 188, 334; Proxi- 
mate Cause, 375; Public Buildings, 375; Pub- 
lic Use, 133; Racing in Streets, 297; Right 
of Way, 133, 316; Special Assessments, 334; 
Streets and Sidewalks, 208, 430; Temporary 
Use, 80; Traffic Regulation, 430. 


Names—Descriptio Personae, 412; Plea in Abate- 


ment, 280. 
Negligence—Allurement, 98; Attractive Nui- 
sance, 334; Dangerous Machine, 98; Ejec- 


tion of Intruder, 280; Imputability, 412, 467; 
Independent Contractor, 316; Privity, 375; 
Proximate Cause, 152; Railroad Crossing, 
298; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 116, 226. 


Neutrality Laws—Violation of, 280. 
Newspapers—Contracts, 376. 


Nuisance—Damages, 170. 


Parent and Child—Earnings, 61; 
of Minor, 42; Proximate Cause, 188; 
born Child, 449. 


Employment 
Un- 


Payment—Evidence, 280; ratification, 170; Ten- 
der, 61. . 


Perpetuities—Charity, 98; Rule 
Suspension of Alienation, 98. 


Against, 430; 


Physicians and Surgeons—Experts, 298; Li- 
cense, 244; Malpractice, 298; Negligence, 
298, 


Pledges—Assignment by Pledgor, 208; Bills and 
Notes, 412; Bona Fide Purchaser, 188; Col- 
lateral, 316; Particular Debt, 394. 


Principal and Agent—Authority of Agent, 61, 
98; Automobiles, 188; Consideration, 298; 
Conversion, 98; Declarations by Agent, 357; 
Discharge of Surety, 23; Disclosed Princi- 
pal, 394; Evidence, 298, 334, 449; Filling in 
Blanks, 152; Fraud, 280; Holding Out, 467; 
Implied Authority, 23; Modifying Instruc- 
tions, 170; Power of Attorney, 412; Pre- 
sumption, 357; Prize Contest, 357; Ratifica- 
tion, 42; Respondeat Superior, 226; Restrict- 
ed Territory, 468. 


Principal and Surety—Alteration, 357; Dis- 
charge of Principal, 262; Release of Sure- 
ty, 61; Signature to Bond, 42; Variation, 
134, 
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Railroads—Abandonment of Franchise, 357; Ac- 

cident at Crossing, 170; Anticipatory Injury, 
m4 280; Contributory Negligence, 134, 280, 430, 
ce - 468; Crossings, 280, 298, 412, 449; Crossing 
; Accident, 394; Deed, 376; Evidence, 412; 
Fencing Track, 430; Implied Authority, 316; 
Instructions, 334, 357; Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 226; Invitees, 468; Last Clear 
Chance, 208; Lessor and Lessee, 208; License, 
412; Look and Listen, 208, 298; Negligence, 
152, 208, 262, 334, 376, 468; Penalty, 450; 
Proximate Cause, 23; Reasonable Care, 468; 
Regulation, 42; Regulation of Speed, 226; 
Right of Way, 116, 430; Safety Appliance 
Act, 188; Signals, 170; Trespasser, 152. 
















































































Receivers—Descriptio Personae, 42; Surety, 334. 


Release—Cancellation, 298; Consideration, 376; 
Covenant Not to Sue, 468; Evidence, 42; 
Fraud, 334; Inadequacy of Consideration, 
42; Joint Tortfeasor, 170. 




































Religious Societies—Disturbing Worship, 468. 














Sales—Acceptance, 208; Antecedent Debts, 280; 
Breach of Warranty, 116; Conditional Sale, 
134, 226, 244, 450; Delivery, 226, 468; De- 
scription of Property, 226, 450; Entire Con- 
tract, 450; Evidence, 226; Failure of Con- 
sideration, 460; F. O. B., 98; Implied War- 
ranty, 262; Inspection, 316, 450; Interest, 152; 
Latent Defects, 98; Minimizing Damages, 
116; Misrepresentation, 262; Quantum Mer- 
uit, 262; Rebate, 450; Repudiation of Con- 
tract, 468; Rescission, 134, 208, 226, 280; 
Sample, 116, 357; Special Warranty, 280; 
Vendor's Risk, 262; Warranty, 3657, 376, 468. 










































































Searches and Seizures—Constitutional Guaranty, 
367. 









Street Railroads—Contributory Negligence, 152, 
208, 468; Evidence, 450; Humanitarian Doc- 
trine, 468; Liability, 357; Nonsuit, 357, Reg- 
istered Automobile, 116; Right of Way, 134; 
Safety Appliance, 376; Warning, 376. 





























Specific Performance—Damages, 208; Evidence, 
188, 208, 226, 357; Discretion, 116; Mutual- 
ity, 134; Right of Heirship, 152; Third Per- 
son, 188. 



































Subrogation—Assignment, 208; Foreclosure, 98; 
Mortgage, 208. 




















Sunday—Bail Bond, 280; Bills and Notes, 262; 
Contracts, 316; Ministerial Acts, 357; Ratifi- 
cations of Contract, 188; Sales, 280; Work 
of Necessity, 116. 

































Taxation—Estoppel, 24; Hospital, 24; Inherit- 





Telegraphs and Telephones—Connections with 


Residence, 170; Damages, 262; Delivery of 
Message, 188, 334; Highways, 450; Interstate 
Commerce, 376; Mental Suffering, 134, 226; 
Negligence, 98, 134; Obstruction to High- 
ways, 376; Police Power, 468; Proximate 
Cause, 152; Public Service Company, 80, 
262; Regulation, 450. 


Theaters and Shows—Res Ipsa Loquitur, 
Trespasser, 376. 


170; 


Torts—Strike by Laborers, 
188. 


188; Union Labor, 





Trials—Evidence, 468. 


Trusts—Creation of, 334; Declaration of, 316; 
Discretion, 98; Estoppel, 42; Evidence, 262, 
450; Investments, 42, 208; Removal of Trus- 
tee, 468; Resulting Trust, 80, 98, 316; Secret 
Trusts, 98; Termination, 116; Testamentary 
Trust, 262; Wills, 17@. 


. 


Vendor and Purchaser—Condition Precedent, 
244; Contract, 334; Covenant, 450; Covenant 
of Warranty, 334; Description, 430; Equity, 
316; Escrow, 430; Essence of Contract, 450; 
Evidence, 226; Homestead, 430; Lien, 00; 
Misrepresentation, 450; Opinion, 450; Option, 
450; Punctuation, 208; Recitals in Deeds, 262; 
Replevin, 134; Rescission, 80, 116, 208; Ten- 
der, 280; Unrecorded Deed, 394; Vendor's 
Lien, 334; Waiver of Lien, 376. 


War—Neutrality, 468. 


Waters and Water Courses—Additional Dam- 
ages, 450; Appropriation, 357; Discrimina- 
tion, 24; Easement, 316; Estoppel, 280; Evi- 
dence, 334; Insufficient Service, 450; Rail- 


roads, 334; Riparian Rights, 24, 262. 


Weapons—Unlawful Carrying, 80. 


Wills—Annuity, 244; Bequest, 134, 298; Children, 
376; Conditional Bequest, 450; Constructions, 
179; Contract for Services, 468; Corporation, 
134; Deed, 468; Defeasible Fee, 298; Descrip- 
tion of Devise, 334, 450;.Devise, 80; Evidence, 
450; Gift to Class, 468; Insane Delusions, 
450; Inheritance, 468; Intent, 80, 334, 450; 
Jurisdiction, 298; Legacy, 298, 371; Life Es- 
tate, 62, 334; Parol Evidence, 62; Personal 
Effects, 262; Presumption of Testacy,, 280; 
Perpetuities, 468; Revocation, 468; Rule in 
Shelley’s Case, 450; Seal, 80; Signature of 
Testator, 262, 357; Subscribing Witness, 468; 
Testamentary Instrument, 280; Undue In- 
fluence, 80; Vested Interest, 80. 


Witnesses—Competency, 80; Cross Examination, 
188; Impeachment, 80; Leading Questions, 
116; Rebuttal Testimony, 357. 





ance, 24; Taxable Property, 42. 








Work and Labor—Husband and Wife, 262. 
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McMullin & Pette- 


way. 

K. I. McKay. 

Cc. B. Parkhill. 

ws Phillips. 
M. Sparkman. 

¢ T. Watson, Jr. 

S. V. Ray. 


GEORGIA. 


AMERICUS. 
J. A. Hixon, 
G. R. Ellis. 


ASHBURN. 
A. §S. Bussey. 
James H. Pate. 


ATHENS. 
Erwin, Rucker & 


Erwin. 
J. J. Strickland. 


ATLANTA, 
Robert C. Alston. 
——., Howell & 
Hey 
smith, “Tammonéd & 
Smith. 





ATLANTA. 

James L. Key. 
Albert E. Mayer. 
Cc. L. Pettigrew. 

Cc. B. Rosser, Jr. 
Alex W. Stephens. 
Basil Stockbridge. 
W. D. Thomson. 
Geo. Westmoreland. 


AUGUSTA. 


Cc. H. & R. S. Cohen. 


Wm. H. Fleming. 
T. S. Lyons. 


BAINBRIDGE. 
T. S. Hawes. 


CAMILLA. 


Peacock & Gardner. 


CLARKESVILLE. 


J. C. Edwards & Son. 


COLUMBUS. 
Howell Hollis. 


CORDELE. 
F. G. Boatwright. 


DOUGLAS. 
R. A. Moore. 


FAIRBURN. 
Oscar Parker. 


GAINESVILLE. 
A. C. Wheeler. 


LAFAYETTE. 
Norman Shattuck. 


MACON. 
Walter T, Johnson. 
Harry S. Strozier. 
W. J. Wallace. 


MONROE. 
Orrin Roberts. 
Cc. Barney Webb. 


MONTICELLO. 
Greene F. Johnson. 
Ww Key. 


ROME. 
John H. Reece. 


ROYSTON. 
Sam B. Swilling. 


SAVANNAH. 

S. B. Adams. 

Henry C. Cunning- 
ham. 

Garrard & Gazan. 

Wm. R. Leaken. 

Peter W. Meldrim. 

O’Byrne, Hartridge 
& Wright. 

Osborne & Law- 
rence, 

Geo. W. Owens. 

T. P. Ravenel. 

Wm. B. Stephens. 

W. B. Stubbs. 


STATESBORO. 
G. S. Johnston. 


SYLVANITA., 
A. B. Lovett. 





SW AINSBORO. 
Saffold & Jordan. 


THOMASVILLE. 
Cc. E. Hay. 


WAYCROSS. 
Parks & Reed. 
Wilson & Bennett. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


HONOLULU. 
Wm. T. Carden, 
Wm. O. Smith. 
Thompson, Milver- 
ton & Cathcart. 


KAHULUI. 
m.. R. Bevi ins. 


IDAHO. 


AMERICAN FALLS. 
oO. > aum. 
Wm, J. Travis. 





BOISE CITY. 
zi. & Comin. 
Raymond L. Givens. 
S. L. Hodgins. | 
Chas. F. Koelsch. 
Kare Paine. 
J. T. Pence. 
Richards & Haga. 


BUHL. 


Arthur W. Ostrom. 


BURLEY. 
Cc. A. Johnson. 


CALDWELL. 
Owen M. Van Duyn. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Devaney & Carter. 


ae tae D'ALENE. 
G. Whitney. 


COUNCIL. 
L. L. Burtenshaw. 


EMMETT. 
Geo. C. Huebener. 


GOODING. 
A. F. James. 


= CET. 
L. Rhodes, 


IDAHO FALLS. 
Geo. W. Edginton. 


KELLOGG. 
Barnett Sinclair. 


LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Daniel Needham. 





OAKLEY. 
W. L. Dunn, 


ORIFINO. 
Wm. J. Hannah. 


POCATELLO. 
J. B. Bacon. 
E. Harvey. 


SAND POINT. 
John M. Flynn. 
E. E. Wheelan. 
G. H. Martin. 


TWIN FALLS. 
W. P. Guthrie. 
Henry C. Scranton. 


WALLACE. 
I. N. Smith. 


ILLINOIS. 


AURORA. 
B. P. Alschuler. 
Peffers & Wing. 


BELLEVILLE. 
Hon. Geo. A. Crow. 


- we ae; 
H. O'Donnell. 


BLOOMINGTON. 
Barry & Morrissey. 
De Mange, Gillespie 
& De Mange. 


CAIRO 


J. R. Pilaut. 


CARTHAGE. 
Charles J. Scofield. 
Hartzell & Cava- 
naugh. 


CHAMPAIGN. 
Ralph S. Bauer. 


CHICAGO. 
Henry J. Aaron. 
E. A. Aborn. 
Samuel Adams, 
Edmund D. Adcock. 
Alden, Latham & 
Young. 
Ashcraft & Ashcraft 
. M. Bernstein. 
Frank H. Bicek. 
E. R. Bliss, Jr. 
F. L. Boyd. 
Paul Carpenter. 
J. A. Connell. 
Aug. Binswanger. 
Buell & Abbey. 
Axel Chytraus. 
E. S. Cummings. 
Thos. Dent. 
Herman Frank. 
Timothy J. Fell. 
Milton Foreman. 
Henry M. Hagan. 
Andrew Humme- 
land. 
Cc. N. Leach. 
Frederick Lobell, 
Loesch, Scofield & 
Loesch. 
Philip J. MeKenna. 
Jas. C. McMath. 
John S. Miller. 
Patterson. 


Joseph A. 
ney. 


McIner- 
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CHICAGO. 
James C. McShane. 
A. W. Martin. 


M. A. Mergentheim. 


Edwin A. Munger. 

F. P. Read. 

F. S. Rickcords. 

Rosenthal & 
Hamill. 

H. A. Scandrett. 

John L. Shortall, 


Harris F. Williams. 


Winston, Payne & 
Strawn. 
Vv. D. Wyman. 


CLINTON. 
E. B. Mitchell. 


DANVILLE. 
Dwyer & Dwyer. 


DECATUR. 
James S. Baldwin. 
H. W. Housum. 


DWIGHT. 
Roy V. Seymour. 


E. ST. LOUIS. 
Kramer, Kramer & 
Campbell. 
Wm. F. Borders. 
c. B. Thomas. 


EDWARDSVILLE. 
Williamson, Bur- 
roughs & Ryder. 


ELIZABETHTOWN. 
J. Q. A. Ledbetter. 
James A. Watson. 


EVANSTO 
Robt. H. N Gault. 


FREEPORT. 
Il. P. Gassman. 


FULTON. 
c. C. McMahon. 


GALESBURG. 
Williams, Law- 
rence, Welsh & 
Green. 


HERRIN. 
A. D. Morgan. 


JACKSONVILLE. 
Wm. H. Hairgrove. 
Wm. T. Wilson. 


JOLIET. 
Barr, McNaughton 


Mecham, 
JOHNSTON CITY. 
J. E. Carr. 
KANKAKEE. 
Smith & Marcotte. 


MACOMB. 
& Creel. 
I. Imes. 


MATTOON. 
Arndrews & Vause. 
Bryan H. Tivnep. 








MOUND CITY. 
Geo. E. Martin. 


as es 1 
J. B. Brown. 
R. J. Grier. 


MT. STERLING. 
Warren McNeff. 


NORTH CHICAGO. 
Max Przyborski. 


OAKLAND 
Frank C. Winkler. 


OTTAWA 
Owen Anderson. 
Jas. J. Conway. 


PEKIN. 
Prettyman, Velde & 
Prettyman. 
Wm. A. Potts. 


PEORIA. 
Henry C. Fuller. 


PINCKNEYVILLE. 
Ww. Edwards. 


PITTSFIELD. 
Ray Anderson. 


RANTOUL 
Jas. F, Clark. 


ya te 
A. D. Early. 
Cc. W. Ferguson, 
Hon. A. H. Frost. 
B. A. Knight. 
Robt. Rew. 


ROCK ISLAND 
Stafford, Schoede & 
Stafford. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
Adolph F. Bernard. 
T. W. Hoopes. 

T. L. Jarrett. 
Clarence A. Jones. 
Hon. P. J. Lucey. 
Edw. Pree. 

Wm. B. Risse. 

J. H. Rockwell. 


a et ae 
Vm. H. Boys. 
}~ ®. H. Ghee. 


SYCAMORE. 
John Faissler. 


WAUKEGAN. 


Cook, Pope & Pope. 


WOODSTOCK. 
David R. Joslyn. 


INDIANA. 


ANDERSON. 
J. A. Van Osdal. 


AUBURN. 
P. V. Hoffman. 





BEDFORD. 
Fred N. Fletcher. 


COLUMBUS. 
Donaker & Spaugh. 
Kollmeyer & Sharp- 


nack. 
John Rynerson, 


CONNERSVILLE. 
McKee, Wiles & 
Elliot. 


CRAWFORDSVILLE. 
Benj. Crane. 


CROWN POINT 
J. Kopelke. 


DANA. 
E. B. James. 


ELKHART. 
Proctor & Cawley. 
Cc. C. Raymer. 
Edw. B. Zigler. 


EVANSVILLE. 
E. H. Iglehart. 
Thos. W. Lindsey. 


FORT WAYNE. 
Breen & Morris. 
Emrick & Emrick. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
Thomas & Town- 

send. 
Dick M. Vesey. 


FRANKLIN. ; 
White & White. 


GARY. 
Roy E. Ressler. 
A. P. Stagoski. 


GOSHEN. 
A. S. Zook. 


a ASTLE. 
B, F. Cor win. 


GREENSBURG. 
John F. Goddard. 
Rollin A. Turner. 


Wickens & Osborn. 


GREENWOOD. 
E. A. McAlpin, 


HAMMOND 
Bomberger, Curtis, 
Starr & Peters. 


HUNTINGTON. 


Milo M. Freightner. 


Sumner Kenner. 


—_ IANAPOLIS. 


has. A. Clevenger. 


Thos. H. Daily. 


W. Hadley. 
Wm. P. Henderson. 
Frank G. Holden. 


Newton J. McGuire. 


Frank C. Olive. 


Merritt H. Perkins. 











INDIANAPOLIS. 
Jas. A. Ross 
Francis 
Harold Taylor. 
W. W. Thornton. 


INDIANA HARBOR. 
Hembroff & Glaze- 
brook. 
. J. Murray. 


KNIGHTSTOWN. 
Newby & Newby. 


KNOX, 
Chas. H. Peters. 


KOKOMO. 


Bell & Kirkpatrick. 


Jos. C. Herron. 
W. C. Purdum. 


LAFAYETTE. 
E. P. Hammond. 
A. L. Kumler, 


as wy a 
D. C. Arthur. 


MILFORD. 
Richard Vander- 
veer. 


MUNCIE. 
Frank Ellis. 
Koons & Koons. 
W. W. Orr. 


NAPPANEE. 
Perry A. Early. 


NORTH VERNON, 
Wm. Fitzgerald. 


RICHMOND. 
ea wryly » Se & 
Whit 


PERU. 
Cox & Andrews. 
D. E. Rhodes. 


PORTLAND. 


John F. LaFollette. 


W. F. McGinnitie. 


ROCHESTER. 
O. F. Montgomery. 


RUSHVILLE. 


Jehn H, Kiplinger. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Deahl & Hammer- 
schmid. 


SPENCER. 
I. H. Fowler. 


SULLIVAN. 
Chas. D. Hunt. 


TERRE HAUTE. 
Wm. T. Douthitt, 
Thos. H. Fitts. 





M. Springer. 


ed A hed fed Bed Be et ee 
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oe CITY. 
W. Fowler. 


VERSAILLES. 
Adam Stockinger. 


VEVAY. 
F. M. Griffith. 


VINCENNES. 
Curtis G. Shake. 


WARSAW. 
L. W. Royse. 


IOWA. 


ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson. 


a 
Ww. a ‘Quarton. 


BEDFOR 
Flick - Flick. 
Jas. R, Locke. 
Frank Wisdom. 
Wm. M. Jackson. 


BOONE. 
Dyer, Jordan & 
Dyer. 


BURLINGTON. 
LaMonte Cowles. 


copes F. 
J. B. Newman, 


CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Jamison & Smyth. 
Redmond & Stewart 


CLINTON. 
Marvin H. Lake. 


COUNCIL BLUFFS. 
George Carson. 
Tinley & Mitchell. 


CRESCO. 
Charles Pergler. 


CRESTON. 
D. W. Higbee. 


DAVENPORT. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
J. C Hall. 

F. D. Letts. 
Isaac Petersburg. 


DECOR 
H. F. Ad. rthell. 


DES MOINES. 
Bowen & Alberson. 
O. M. Brockett. 
M. H. Cohen. 
Frank H. Dewey. 
I. M. Earle. 
Halloran & Starkey. 
F. I. Herriott. 
Clyde Kirk. 
Mulvaney & Mul- 
vaney. 











DES MOINES. 
Clinton L. Nourse. 
Parker, Parrish & 

Miller. 
Oscar Strauss. 


Sullivan & Sullivan. 


S. G. Van Auken. 
Geo. Wambach. 
Geo. A. Wilson. 


DUBUQUE. 
Robert ve Clewell. 
J. P. Frantzen. 
Kenline & Roedell. 


EMMETSBURG. 


McCarty & McCarty. 


FORT DODGE. 


Burnauist & Joyce. 


Robert Healy. 
R. M. Wright. 


GREENFIELD. 
Frank B. Wilson, 


HAWARDEN. 
Cc. E. Gantt. 


HUMBOLDT. 
D. F. Coyle. 


INDEPENDENCE. 
Roy A. Cook. 


INDIANOLA. 
oO. C. Brown. 


LE MARS. 
P. Farrel. 


LIVERMORE. 
F. M. Miles. 


or © oid 


A- Mote 


MUSCATINE. 
F. L. Bihlmeier, 


NORTHWOOD. 
Carl O. Gunderson. 


OSKALOOSA 
Burrell & Devitt. 


os OAK. 
W. Beeson. 


ROCKWELL CITY. 
S. A. Frick. 


SHENANDOAH. 
Earl R. Ferguson. 
J. B. Jennings. 


SIGOURNEY. 
Wagner & Upde- 
graff. 


SIOUX CITY. 
Kass Bros. 
J. L. Kennedy. 
Ben I. Salinger, Jr. 
Sears, Snyder & 
Boughn. 





STORM LAKE. 
James De Land. 


TAMA 


J. W. Willett. 


TIPTON. 


W. G. W. Geiger. 


bbe 
Cc. E. Walters. 


WAPELLO. 
Arthur Springer. 


WATERLOO. 


Hon. C. W. 


WEBSTER CITY. 
Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS. 


ApzAaeS Crist. 
Cc. Brown. 
Soakeener & Wright 


BEL(TT 
Cc. L. Kagey. 
Frank A. Lutz, 


BURLINGAME. 
R. G. Hepworth. 


gs CENTER. 
W. F. Roche. 


Cera tae 
W. E. Zeigler. 


COLDWATER, 
Jay T. Botts. 


a a 
c. L. Hunt. 


DODGE CITY. 
Walter L. Bullock. 


FORT SCOTT. 
John H. Crain. 


FREDONIA. 
James N. Kennedy. 


GARDEN CITY. 
Richard J. Hopkins. 


HAYS. 
E. C. Flood. 


HOXIE. 
W. H. Clark. 


HUMBOLDT. 
G. A. Amos. 





HUTCHINSON. 
F. Dumont Smith 


Edwards & Longley. 
Mullan. 





INDEPENDENCE. 
N. E. Van Tuyl. 


JETMORE. 

Roscoe H. Wilson, 
JEWELL. 

R. C. Postlethwaite. 


JUNCTION CITY. 
Jas. V. Humphrey. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Geo. W. Littick, 
Cc. O. Littick. 
Edwin S. McAnany. 
Hon. John T. Sims. 
Thompson & Brady. 


KIOWA. 
F. F. Perry. 


LAWRENCE. 
L. H. Menger. 


a eg 
J. H. Wendorff. 


LIBERA L. 
Vv. H. Grinstead. 


LINCOLN. 
John J. McCurdy. 


WTON. 
Ezra Branine 


RUSSELL. 
J. G Vogelsang 


SALINA. 
J. A. Fleming. 
Hon. Dallas Braves. 
John H. Wilson. 


ST. FRANCIS. 
Leigh Dowling. 


SMITH CENTER. 
L. C, Uhl & Son. 


TOPEKA, 
W. A. S. Bird. 
T. F. Garver. 
D. R. Hite, 
—“ E. ge 
M. Thomas 


bel mt ag 
W. T. McBride. 


WICHITA. 
John W. Adams. 
Geo. Gardner. 
Houston & Brooks. 
Chester I, Long. 
David Smyth. 


WINFIELD. 
Ss. C. Bloss, 


(KENTUCKY 


ASHLAND. 
John W. Woods. 





BARBOURVILLE. 
J. D. Tuggle. 
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BAKDSTOWN. 
Ernest N. Fulton. 


BEATTYVILLE. 
H. D. Parrish. 
Sutton & Hurst. 


CATLETTSBURG. 
Jas. A. Williams. 


COVINGTON. 
R. S. Holmes. 


DIXON. 
Bourland & Black- 
well. 


GLASGOW. 
W. L. Porter. 


IRVINE. 
Clarence Miller. 


JAGRRON, 
. 2 Cash. 


LEXINGTON. 
Richard J. Colbert. 
Shelby, Northcutt & 

Shelby. ' 
James. A. Wilmore. 


LOUISVILLE 

William B. Eagles. 

Davis W. Edwards. 

H. B. Fleece. 

Arthur E. Hopkins. 

Humphrey & Hum- 
phrey. 

Julius C. Klein. 

Kohn, Baird, Sloss. & 
Kohn. 

Chas: Bond Seymour 

Geo. W. Smith. 


. 


MAYSVILLE. 
— Brown- 


in 
a “A. M. J. 
Cochran. 


MIDDLESBORO. 
Fowler & Francis. 
John Howard. 


MT. VERNON. 
Cc. C. Williams. 


OW ENSBORO. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 


PADUCAH. 
Hon. Wm. Reed. 


PINEVILLE. 
Chas. I. Dawson. 
Cc. Hurst. 
Martin T. Kelly. 


PRESTONBURG. 
Dingus & Layne. 


RICHMOND. 
Stephen DeParrish. 


WHITESBURG. 
Chas. Paynter. 








Ww GAs AU RG. 
V. R. Henry. 
} & Pope. 
H. H. Tye. 


WINCHESTER. 
Ronald C. Oldham. 


LOUISIANA. 


ALEXANDRIA. 
J. W. Hawthorne. 


FRANKLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 


LAKE CHARLES. 
W. B. Williamson. 


MORGAN CITY. 
Chas. L. Wise. 


NEW ORLEANS. 

S. Clair Adams. 

Caffrey, Quintero, 
Gidiere & Brumby. 

Carroll & Carroll. 

Dart & Kernan. 

J. C. Davey. 

Farrar, Jonas, 
Goldsborough & 
Goldburg. 

Lewis R. Graham. 

Chas. de Labretonne. 

McCloskey & Bene- 
dict. 

J. B. Rosser, Jr. 

John F.. Tobin. 


RUSTON. 
Barksdale & Barks- 
dale. 


SHREVEPORT. 
Hampton Story. 
Thatcher & Wells. 


MAINE. 


AUBURN. 
Hon. A. R. Savage. 


BELFAST. 
Ralph I. Morse. 


BETHEL. 
E. C. Parke. 


BIDDEFORD. 
Hon. Geo. L. Seaewy. 


a ea 
F. W. Brown, Jr. 


CALAIS. 
Ashley St. Clair. 


CARIBOU. 
Cc. B. Small. 


CORNISH. 
Walter P. Perkins. 


FT. FAIRFIELD. 
H, T. Powers. 





GORHAM 
J. A. Wate rman. 


LEWISTON. 
J. G. Chabot. 


LINCOLN. 
Artemas Weather- 
ee. 


MADISON. 
Bernard Gibbs. 
Cc. O. Small. 


PORTLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
Geo. F. Gould. 
Hon. Clarence Hale. 
D. A. Meaher. 
Harry. E. Nixon. 


Frank W. Robinson. 


RUMFORD FALLS. 
L. W. Blanchard. 


SANFORD 
Edw. J. Hudon. 


WALDOBORO. 
Henry B. Mason. 


WATERVILLE. 
Chas. W. Atchley. 


WESTBROOK. 
Wm. Lyons. 


MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
J. Albert Baker. 


Hon. John J. Dobler. 


Alex Hardcastle, Jr. 

Chas, ¥. Harley. 

John Hinkley. 

Chas. M. Howard. 

Edwin C. Irelan. 

Lemmon & Buck. 

W. L. Marbury. 

A. aw Sap- 
pingto 

Hon. Henry Stock- 
brid 

Cc. R. Wattenscheidt. 

Geo. Whitelock. 


CUMBERLAND. 
W. S. Cochrane. 
Arch, C. Young. 


FREDERICK. — 
Leo Weinberg. 


HYATTSVILLE. 
James C. Waters, Jr. 


PRINCE FREDERICK. 
John P. Briscoe. 


WESTERNPORT. 
Horace P. Whit- 
worth. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


ADAMS. 
Edwin K. McPeck. 


BOSTON. 
C, E. Cherry. 
Jos. I. Bennett. 





BOSTON. 
Frank W. Grinnell. 
J. W. Pickering. 
J. Converse Gray. 
S. K. Hamilton. 
Geo. V. Leverett. 
Walter J. O'Malley, 


Jr. 
Adolph M. Schwarz. 


a et 
Vm. G. Rowe, 


BROOKLINE. 
Alfred D. Chandler. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Prof. Roscoe Pound. 


CONCORD. 
Chas. K. Darling. 


DORCHESTER. 
W. B. Grant. 


LOWELL. 
Eugene W. Hunt. 
John J. Pickman 


LYNN. 
Wm. H. Smale. 


MELROSE. 
Geo. R. Farnum. 


MILFORD. 
John C.- Lynch. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
James B, Carroll. 


WORCHESTER. 
Wm, C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN. 


ANN ARBOR. 
M. J. Cavanaugh. 
William G. Doty. 


BATTLE CREEK. 
Burritt Hamilton. 
Leland H. Sabin. 


BAY CITY. 


Louis J, Weadock. 


BENTON HARBOR. 
Geo. W. Bridgman. 


CALIMET. 
Galhreath & McCor- 
mick. 
A. E. Peterman. 


CRYSTAL FALLS. 
M. H. Moriarty. 


DETROIT 
FE. S Clarkson. 
Dovile & Cameron, 
D. B Duffield. 
Ralph D. Haley. 
Howell S. England. 
John Galloway. 
Keena. Lightner & 
Oxtoby. 





ViIiM 
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DETROIT. 

Harold R. Martin. 
Harry C. Milligan. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
M. D. Smilansky. 

} \g Wm. S. Sayres, Jr. 
Henry Wunsch. 
Walters & Walters. 











FLINT. 
Carton, Roberts & 
Stewart. 









GRAND HAVEN. 
Walter I. Lillie. 








GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & Bolt- 
wood. 
Walter H. Brooke. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
B. M. Corwin. 









James A. Lombard, 
Dorr Kuizema. 








GREENVILLE. 
E. J. Bowman. 














TRO RIVER. 
W. Byers. 













ITHACA 
John W. Myers. 








JACKSON. 
J. H. Clancey. 






LANSING. 
Rollin H. Person. 
Hon. J. W. Stone. 

















MARQUETTE. 
c. F. Button. 







ONTONAGON., 
John Jones. 






PAW PAW. 
A. Lynn Free. 







PONTIAC. 
L. A. Cambrey. 






REED CITY. 
Robert B. Savidge. 








SAGINAW. 








SAULT STE. MARIE. 
Wiley & Green. 









WOLVERINE. 
Chas. D. 










MINNESOTA. 





ARGYLE. 
E. A. Brekke. 


























BEMIDJI. 
Hallan N. Huffman. 
Thayer C. Bailey. 
Chas. W. Scrutchin. 




















BLUE EARTH. 
D. L. Morse. 











Hon. Reuben Hatch. 


Watts s. Humphrey. 


Barghoorn. 





BRECKINRIDGE. 
Lewis E. Jones. 


DULUTH. 
Crassweller, Crass- 
weller & Blu. 
L. C. Harris. 
John J. Jenswold. 
John W. Neukous, 
John G. Williams. 


Ez il GRAND FORKS. 
J. Rasmussen. 


FAIRMONT. 
Albert R. Allen. 


FERGUS FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Alfred L. Thwing. 


GRANITE FALLS. 
Paul D. Stratton, 


HIBBING. 
S. C. Scott. 


MABEL. 
H. H. Hammer. 


MANKATO. 
George Swanson. 


MARSHALL. 
David & Michel. 


MILACA. 
Carl F. J. Goebel, 


MINNEAPOLIS. 
Rome G. Brown. 
— eed F. 


F. B. Dodge. 
Fifield & Finney. 
Kerr & Fowler. 
John J. Martin. 
H. V. Mercer. 

. G. Middlestadt. 
Edward Nelson. i 
E. A. Prendergast. 
James D. Shearer. 
Edw. Tenner. 
Chas. Tryon. 


MINNEOTA. 


= PRAGUE. 
E. W. Komarek. 


OWATONNA. 
Nelson & Nelson. 


RED WING. 
Arthur E. Arnston. 


ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 


ST. PAUL. 
Alf. E. Boyeson. 
Hon, G. L. Bunn. 
Pierce Butler. 
Davis, Severance & 
Olds. 


Gislason & Gislason. 








ST. PAUL. 

W. R. Duxbury. 

Donald S. Doty. 

Morphy, Ewing 
Bradford & Gom- 
mings. 

Percy SS. Godfrey. 

John H. Hackett. 

John H. Kay. 

G. Loevinger. 

Cc. D. O’Brien. 

R. G. O'Malley. 


Edward P. Sanborn. 


Ambrose Tighe. 
Essie W. Williams. 
John W. Willis. 


WARREN. 
Julius J. Olson. 


WASECA. 
John Moonan., 


WINNEBAGO. 
W. H. Hodgman. 


WINONA. - 
Brown, Abbott & 
Somsen. 
M. B. Webber. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 
W. F. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 


BAY ST. LOUIS. 
Carl Marshall, 


BROOKHAVEN. 
T. Brady, Jr. 


COLUMBIA. 
T. P. Dale. 


DE KALB. 
L. C. Hutton. 


GREENVILLE. 
Percy LeRoy. 


HATTIESBURG. 
Cc. G. Mayson. 


HAZELHURST. 
R. N. Miller. 


INDIANOLA. 
J. B. Guthrie. 
Elbert Johnson. 





JACKSON. 
R. H. Thompson. 


KOSCIUSKO. 
Hon. H. C. Niles. 


oo 
H. H. Elmore. 


MERIDIAN. 
Vv. W. Gilbert. 


MOSS POINT. 
Frank McInnis. 





ATCHEZ. 
A. H. Geisenberger. 


PITTSBORO. 
Cc. E. Inman. 


SUMNER. 
R. L. Cannon, 


SOMRALA. 
J. G. Garraway. 


VICKSBURG. 
R. L, Dent. 
N. Vick Robbins. 


WIGGINS. 
E. R. Davis. 
U. B. Parker. 


WINONA. 
S. Ritchey. 


MISSOURI. 


BETHAN 
G. W. Wessun 





BOWLING GREEN. 
Hostetter & Haley. 


CAPE GIRARDEAU. 
Thos. F. Lane. 
A. M. Spradling. 


CARTHAGE. 
H. W. Biair. 


CHILLICOTHE. 
L. A, Chapman. 
John T. Taylor. 


CLINTON. 
John A. Gilbreath. 


COLLINS. 
W. H. Plaster. 


COLUMBIA. 
M. R. Conley. 
Prof. John D. 
son, 









FARMINGTON. 
W. A. Gardner. 


HALE. 
Dwight Beals. 






HARRISONVILLE. 
W. D. Summers, 


HOUSTON. 
Robert Lamar. 


JOPLIN. 
J. C. Ammerman. 
Byron H, Coon. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Henry D. Ashley. 
Murat Boyle. 

W. W. Calvin. 
John M. Cleary. 
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KANSAS CITY. 
Cook & Gossett. 
J. W. Dana. 
Dell D. Dutton. 
John A. Eaton. 
Hon. Thos, P. Fen- 

lon. 

James W. Hawes. 
Oscar S. Hill. 
Thad. B. Landon. 
Clement A. Lawler. 
Edmund H. McVey. 
L. R. Moore. 
Frank H. Moore. 
W. H. H. Piatt. 

I. Rosen- 


Floyd S. Stratton. 
Warner, Dean, Mc- 
Leod & Lang- 

worthy. 


KEYTESVILLE. 
Roy W. Rucker. 


LIBERTY. 
D. C. Allen. 


LEXINGTON. 
Hon. Richard Field. 


MACON. 
Maj. B. R. Dysart. 


MARYVILLE. 
Richard L. McDoug- 
al. 
F. P. Robinson. 


MEMPHIS. 
W. M. Pettengill. 


MEXICO. 
Clarence A. Barnes. 


NEW LONDON. 
Drake Watson. 


PLATTE CITY. 
Jas. H. Hull. 


POPLAR BLUFF. 
David W. Hill. 


RAYMONDVILLE. 
W. F. Carroll. 


a HILL. 
H. H. Heck. 


RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 


ST. MARYS. 
T. B. Whitledge. 


ST. JOSEPH. 
Geo. W. Groves, 


E. M. Swartz. 


ST. LOUIS. 
Paul Bakewell. 
-— ” ee Bar- 


Cc. Or1ck Bishop. 
P. Taylor Bryan. 
weyee & Priest. 










Hon. O. M. Spencer. 








a. 

Hon. N. C. Collier. 
John Cashman. 
Edward D’Arcy. 
Jos. Dickson, 
John H. Douglas. 
Marion C. Early 
M. W. Feurbacher. 
Henry W. Furth 
Hon. R. L. Goode. 
Bernard Greens- 

felder. 
Claud H. Hall. 
Virgil ao 
Chas. M. 
Richard A. "Sones. 
Jones, Hocker, 

Hawes & Angert. 
F. N, Judson. 
Chas. F. Krone. 
Chester H. Krum. 
J. F. Lee. 
F. W. Lehmann. 
John Jay Morse. 
A. H. Robbins. 
Wm, Sacks. 
D. Upthegrove. 
John C. Vaughn. 
Geo. B. Webster. 
Edw. J. White 
— Jas. E. “with- 


Chas. "Pp. Williams, 
Tyrrell Williams. 


Pe 


SALEM. 
G. C. Dalton. 


SAVANNAH. 
Booher & 
Williams. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
Ss. T. Gresham. 


TARKIO. 
John A. Gurlash. 


TRENTON. 
Platt Hubbell. 


WARSAW. 
Henry P. Lay. 


MONTANA. 


BILLINGS. 


Grimstad & Brown. 


BOULDER. 
J. E. Kelly. 


ealy. 
Maury, “Templeman 
& Davis. 
Edward F. O'Flynn. 
H. A. Tyvand. 


CHESTER 
Wm. Chittick. 


DEER LODGE. 
T. F. Shea. 


GLASGOW. 
Thos. Dignan. 


GLENDIVE. 
Albert Anderson. 
Desmond J. O'Neil. 











ey od FALLS, 
Ww. yle. 
| B2 E. Hurd. 


HAMILTON. 
R. A. O'Hara. 


HELENA. 
H. G. pene. 
Wm. Scallon. 


KALISPELL. 
J. H. Stevens. 
Hans Walchi. 


LEWISTON. 
Edgar G. Worden. 


LIVINGSTON. ; 
Miller & O’Connor. 


MALTA, 
H. L. Wolfe, Jr. 


MELSTONE. 
J. P. P. Healy. 


MILES CITY. 
Geo. W. Farr. 
Cc. H. Loud. 
Daniel L. O’Hern. 
S. D. McKinnon. 
Sharpless Walker. 


PHILIPSBURG. 
W. L. Brown. 


PLAINS. 
I. R. Blaisdell. 


TOWNSEND. 
Hon. John A. Mat- 
thews. 


| WHITEWATER. 
B. G. Williams. 


WINNETT. 
Homer E, Geis. 


NEBRASKA. 


BEAVER CITY. 
Lambe & Butler. 


BRIDGEPORT. 


Wm. Ritchie, Jr. 


CENTRAL CITY. 
Martin & Bockes. 


CHADRON. 
A. G. Fisher. 


COLUMBUS. 
A. M. Post. 


DAVID CITY. 
E. A. Coufal. 


FALLS CITY. 
R. C. James. 


GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 
Hon. Bayard H 

Paine. 





HASTINGS. 
M. A. Hartigan. 


HOLDRE 
Dravo & pS lworth. 


IMPERIAL. 
P. W. Scott. 


KEARNEY. 
H. M. Sinclair. 


LEXINGTON. 
George C. Gillan. 


es 
W. Berge. 
E J. Hainer. 
D. M. McClenahan. 
Reese, Reese & 
Stout. 


MINDEN. 
Lewis C. Paulson. 


NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Halderson. 


NORTH PLATTE. 
H. M. Grimes. 


OMAHA. 

Hon. Arthur E. 
Baldwin. 

Anson H. Bigelow. 

Byron G. Burbank. 

Byron Clark. 

H. Fisher. 

J. A. C. Kennedy. 

N. H. Loomis. 

Chas. H. Marley. 

J. P, Palmer, 

Weaver & Giller. 


aly PILLION. 
E. Langdon. 


PIERCE. 
M. H. Leamy. 


PLATTSMOUTH. 
Matthew Gering. 
D. O. Dwyer. 


RUSHVILLE. 
A. C. Plantz. 


ST. PAUL. 
Chas. Dobry. 


STOCKVILLE. 
L. H. Cheney. 
Hon. E, P. Pyle. 


TEKAMAH. 
James A. ; Clark. 


WAYNE. 
Berry & Berry. 


WEST POINT. 


Hugo M. “aati 


Otto Zacek 


YORK. 
Geo. M. Spurlock. 





viinw 
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NEVADA. 


sp GOLDFIELD. 


Hatton & Hatton. 
Thompson & Thomp- 
son. 


RENO. 
Geo. S. Brown. 
James D.- Finch. 
Robert Lewers. 
Samuel Platt. 
Jerome Vander- 
werker, 


TONOPAH. 
Herman R. Cooke. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


CLAREMONT. 
H. W. Parker. 


CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 
DeWitt C. Howe. 
Henry E. Robinson. 
R. E. Walker. 


LACONIA. 
Stanton Owen. 


LANCASTER. 
Drew, Shurtleff & 
Morris. 


MANCHESTER. 
Jones, Warren, Wil- 
son & Manning. 
R. J. Peaslee. 


TILTON 
Chas. E. Tilton. 


WHITEFIELD. 
E, M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 
U. G. Styron. 


BRIDGETON. 
Walter H. Bacon. 


ELIZABETH. 
Hon. Abe J. David. 


HOBOKEN. 
W. S. Stuhr. 


JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 


MORRISTOWN 
Geo. G. Runyon. 


NEWARK 
Col. E. - Price. 
Hon. Samuel 
Kalisch. 


PLAINFIELD. 
F. Otto Linke. 





SOMERVILLE. 
Frederick A. Pope. 


SOUTH ORANGE. 
Ernest Fuller, 


SPRING LAKE. 
L. L. Kellogg. 


VINELAND. 
L. Newcomb. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALBUQUERQUE. 
Cc. M. Botts. ° 

. Hickey. 

. Marron. 

. Raynolds. 
Venable. 


CARLSBAD. 
John W. Armstrong. 
D. G. Grantham. 
S. D. Stennis, Jr. 


CLOVIS 


Wm. A. Gillenwater. 


RATON. 
H. L. Bickley. 
J. Leahy. 


ROSWELL. 
Reid & Hervey. 


SANTA FE. 
F. W. Clancy. 
Colin Neblett. 


SILVER CITY. 
Raymond A. Ryan. 
F. W. Vellacott. 


WILLARD. 
R. L. Hitt. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 


Wm. V. R. Erving. 


BROOKLYN. 
Hugo Hirsch. 
L. E. Drummond. 


BUFFALO. 
August Becker. 
M. F. Dirnberger. 
Adelbert Moot. 


LALLSTON SPA. 
Hon. J. S. L’Amo- 
reaux, 


CANANDAIGUA. 
Frank A. Christian. 


JAMESTOWN. 
Frank H. Mott. 


NEW BRIGHTON. 
Guy O. Walser. 








NEWBURGH. : 
M. H. Hirschberg. 


NEW HAMBURG. 
Everett P. Wheeler. 


NEW YORK. 
A. H. Burroughs. 
Manuel F. Cesters. 
Melville Eggleston. 
Henry B. Gayley. 
Walter H. Lieb- 

mann. 

David F. Davis. 
L. L. Kellogg. 
kK. R, Owen. 
John H. Sears. 
R. V. Marye. 


NORTHPORT. 
Willis B. Dowd. 


ROCHESTER. 
James R. Davy. 


SCHENECTADY. 
Thaddeus S. Ogon- 
owski. 


SYOSSET. 
E, L. Winthrop, Jr. 


— ACUSE. 
D. A. Pierce. 


UTICA. 
Fred J. Sisson. 


WATERTOWN. 
Hon. Geo. W. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


oe ee 
J. G. Adams, 
Louis M. Bourne. 
Mark W. Brown. 
Martin. Rollins & 
Wright. 
McKinley Pritchard. 


CHARLOTTE. 
Jas. W. Barry. 


F. M. Shannonhouse. 


DURHAM. 
W. G. Bramham. 


ELIZABETH CITY. 
Cc. W. Brown. 


GREENSBORO. 
Robert R. King. 
Hoyle & Wright. 


HILLSBORO. 
Frank Nash. 


LUMBERTON. 
McNeil & Singleton. 


MURP 


HY 
M. W. Bell. 


NEWBERN. 
Chas, R. Thomas, 
A. D. Ward. 





Reeves. 





RALEIGH. 
Murray Allen. 


SPARTA. 
Geo. Cheek. 


a 
A. W. MeNair. 


were FOREST. 
E. W. Timberlake, 
Jr. 


WALNUT COVE. 
G. L. Jarvis. 


WILMINGTON. 
J. C. King. 


WINSTON SALEM. 
Burton Craige. 


NORTH DAKOTA 


ANAMOOSE. 
F. J. Funke. 


ASHLEY. 
Hugo P. Remington. 


DEVIL'S LAKE. 
F. T. Cuthbert. 


DICKINSON. 
Thos. H. Pugh. 


FESSENDEN. 
B. F. Whipple. 


FARGO. 
Augustus Roberts. 


GLEN ULLIN. 
A. T. Faber. 


GRAND FORKS. 
T. R. Bangs. 
H. A. Bronson. 


JAMESTOWN. 
A. W. Alymer 
Oscar J. Seiler. 


LARIMORE. 


Sam, J. Radcliffe. 
LISBON. 
Forest S. Thomas. 


MINNEWAUKEN. 
Torger Sinness, 


MINOT. 
John E. Greene. 
Nestos, Carroll & 
Herigstad. 


MOTT. 
Jacobsen & Murray. 


PARK RIVER. 
G. W. Young. 
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RUGBY. 
R. E. Wengel. 


STANLEY 
7. Be Wyckoff. 


VALLEY CITY. 
Theodore S. Lind- 


land. 
H. Winterer. 


WARWICK. 
Francis X. Kirsch. 


WILLISTON. 
John J. Murphy & 
Ivan V. Metzger. 


OHIO. 


ADA. 
Carl Armstrong. 


AKRON. 
Edwin W. Brouse. 
Dayton A. Doyle. 


ALLIANCE. 
Wm. L. Hart, 


or ee 
Cc. C. Sedgwick. 
Fred Spriggs. 


BELLEFONTAINE. 
W. Clay Huston. 


BRYAN. 
David A. Webster. 


CANTON. 
Austin Lynch. 


CINCINNATI. 

Bettinger, Schmitt 
& Kreis. 

Cobb, Howard & 
Bailey. 

Otway J. Cosgrave. 

Henry Baer. 

DeCamp & Sutphin. 

A. A. Ferris. 

J. B. Foraker. 

A. L. Herrlinger. 

John R. Holmes. 

Simeon M. ae 

Johnson & 

Cc. D. uinetnen 

Chas. B. Smith. 

E. W. eg 

Jas. * Swin 

Hon, J. W. Warring- 
i 


CLEVELAND. 

Bernsteen & Bern- 
steen. 

B. P. Bole. 

W. H. Boyd. 

Geo. B. Marty. 

Kangesser & Mor- 
genstern. 

Wm. Howell. 

Thos, L. Johnson. 

Wm. S. Kerruish. 

J. H. Orgill. 

_H. G. Schaibly. 

Lee E. Skeel. 

Squire, Sanders, & 
Dempsey. 





Jos. L. Stern. 

E. J. Thobaden. 

Payn, Winch & 
Rogers. 

T. J. Ross. 


COLUMBUS. 
Morton, Irvine & 
Blanchard. 
Outhwaite, Linn & 
Postlewaite. 
James M. Hengst. 


DAYTON. 

A. T. Boatman. 

Frank S. Breene. 

Burkhart, Heald & 
Pickrel. 

Ezra Kuhns. 

Lenz, Sigler & Den- 
linger. 

John Dineen. 

W. S. MecCon- 
naughey. 

Clarence J. Stoeck- 
lein. 


EAST CLEVELAND. 
Benn B. Rosenfeld. 


BLY EA. 
. J. Nye. 


FINDLAY. 
Wm. F. Duncan. 
F. E. Hurley. 


HAMILTON. 
Edgar A. Belden. 


IRONTON. 
A. R. Johnson. 


LAKEWOOD. 
Cleaveland R. Cross. 
P. L. A. Leighley. 


LANCASTER. 
John G. Reeves. 


LIMA. 
D. J._ Cable. 
Jas. W. Halfhill. 


LISBON. 
Billingsley, Clark & 
Moore. 


SAE. 
R. H. McCloud. 
John R. Tanner. 
Kyle M. Vance, 


MARIETTA. 
A. A. Schramm. 
Cc, C. Middleswart. 


MANSFIELD. 
Jas. A. Galbraith. 


MARION. 
Hon. G. E. Mouser. 
Scofield, Durfee & 
Scofield. 


MASSTLON. 
W. E. Russell. 
NEW PHILADEL- 
PHIA. 
Wilkin & Fernsell. 





OTTAWA. 
Bailey & Leasure. 


RAVENNA. 
W. J. Beckley. 


SANDUSKY. 
E. B. King. 
G. C. Steinemann. 
Hon. Roy H. Wil- 
liams. 


SHELBY. 
Skiles, Skiles & 
Skiles. 


—e EY. 
. D. Barnes. 
Chas. Cc. Marshall. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
A. C. Lin 
W. M. Rockel. 
Edwin S. Houck. 


TIPPECANOE CITY. 
Raymond A. Kerr. 


TOLEDO. 
Louis Bartlett. 
Oo. S. Brumback. 
John P. Delphey. 
Jos. O. Eppstein. 
Geo. P. Hahn 
Ralph I. Holbrook. 
Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 
Geo. W. Millard. 
John Schlatter. 


VAN WERT. 
H. L. Conn. 


WAUSEON. , 
Files & Paxson. 
F. S. & J. M. Ham. 


WARREN. 
Clare Caldwell. 


WELLSV ILLE. 
F. Lones. 


WOODVILLE. 
E. R. Voorhees. 


YOUNGSTOWN 
Geo. F. Arrell. 
E. H. Moore. 


ZANESVILLE. 


Ernest Harkness. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA. 
J. W. Dean. 
B. H. Epperson. 


ALLUWE. 
R. F. Barnett. 


ANADARKO. 
Cc. H. Carswell, 
A. J. Morris. 





ANTLERS. 
S. S. Lawrence. 


ARDMORE. 
I. R. Mason, 


CHICKASHA. 
F. E. Riddle 
Welborne & Bailey. 


CLAREMORE. 
H. Jennings. 


COWETA. 
Ww. &. Brigham. 


pune. 
J. R. Hannah. 
Victor Phillips. 
Hatchett & Fergu- 


son. 
Walter J. Turnbull. 
W. E. Utterback. 


GERONIMO. 
J. Lon Sawyer. 


GROVE. 
Ad V, Coppedge. 


HOBART. 
John T. Hays. 


KINGFISHER. 
D. K. Cunningham. 


et ey 
T. B. Latham, 
A. C. Markley. 


MIAMI. 
Horace B. Durant. 


a 
J. B. Furry. 
Geo. S. "Ramsey. 
Malcolm E. Rosser. 
. C. Duckworth. 
W. D. Halfhill. 
Walter J. Turnbull. 


NEWKIRK. 
Cc. L. Pinkham. 


NORMAN. 
Cc. M. Keiger. 
R. V. Lewis. 


OKLAHOMA CITY. 
Henry E. Asp. 
J. Q. A. Harrod. 
Samuel W. Hayes. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
Bland & Ptak. 
Claude Nowlin. 
Hon. A. 
Robertson. 
Hon. Chas. West. 
Hainer, Burns & 
Toney. 
Wm. P. Harper. 
V. E. McInnis. 
John Maupin, 
E. W. Stewart. 
Stuart, Cruce & 


Cruce. 
L. D. Thelkeld. 


ona eae. 
T. Buchanan. 
Thos. J. Farrar. 





V 


Cc. 
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PAWHUSKA. 


Leahy & Macdonald, 


Preston A. Shinn. 


® John W. Tillman. 


SALLISAW. 
E. M. Frye. 


SAPULPA. 
W. Morris Harrison. 


SHAWNEE. 
Tom C. Waldrep. 


SNYDER. 
Arthur B. Harris. 


TALAGO. 
W. P. Hickok. 


TECUMSEH. 
Clarence Robison. 


TULSA. 

Carroll & Mason. 

Wm. S. Cochran. 

Randolph & Haver. 

Henry McGraw. 

Jas. D. Nolan. 

Robertson, Bailey, 
Nelson & Bailey. 

T. L. Wallace. 

E. G. Wilson. 

G. W. Wilson. 


VINITA. 
James S. Davenport. 


WEWOKA. 
T. S. Cobb. 


WOODWARD. 
W. A. Briggs. 


OREGON. 


ALBANY. 
Gale S. Hill. 


BAKER CITY. 
John L. Rand. 
Cc. O. Hindman. 


CANYON CITY. 
Geo. H. Cattanach. 


CONDON. 
T. A. Weinke. 


ELGIN. 
L. Denham. 


ENTERPRISE. 
J. A. Burleigh. 


OREGON CITY. 
G. O. Brownell. 
Joseph E. Hedges. 
John N. Sievers. 


PENDLETON. 
Raley & Raley. 


PORTLAND. 
J. F. Boothe. 
W. C. Bristol. 





PORTLAND. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
John A. Latourette. 
John McCourt. 
Newton McCoy. 
O. A. Neal. 
L. W. O’Rourke. 
Lon lL. Parker. 
Sanderson Reed. 
J. O. Stearns, 
Lionel R. Webster. 
F. H. Whitfield. 


SALEM. 
John H. Carson. 


ST. JOHN. 
D. C. Lewis. 


VALE. 
Geo. E. Davis. 


wae. 
. Huddleston. 


PANAMA. 


CRISTOBAL. 
W. H. Carrington, 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


ALTOONA. 
W. E. Mackey. 


CLEARFIELD. 


Hon. Singleton Bell. 


DANVILLE. 
James Scarlet. 


HOLLIDAYSBURG. 
Thos. J. Baldridge. 


JOHNSTOWN. 


Hon. F. J. O'Connor. 


KANE. 
J. E. Mullin. 


LEWISBURG. 
H. M. McClure, 


NEWCASTLE. 
J. Norman Martin. 


OIL CITY. 
H. C. Dorworth. 


PHILADELPHIA. 
Geo. Wentworth 
Carr. 
Francis Fisher. 
Kane. 
M. J. McEnery. 
W. A. Melcher. 
Cc. E. Morgan. 
Michael J. Ryan. 
Walter George 
Smith. 


L. N. Sharpe. 
Philip Sterling. 
Axel Teisen. 

Wm. Jay Turner. 


PITTSBURGH. 
Geo. N. Chalfant. 
W. Clyde Grubbs. 
Ralph H. Frank, 





PITTSBURGH. 
Hon. Walter Lyon. 
A. V. D. Watterson. 


es. 
a x. Wright. 


UNIONTOWN. 
Harry W. Byrne. 


WASHINGTON. 
Jas. I. Brownson, Jr. 


WAYNE. 
Chas. Howson. 


WILKES-BARRE 
Miss Sophia O’Hara. 


YORK. 


M. S. Niles. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 


MANILA, 
Ww. A. Kincaid. 
Jos. N. Wolfson. 


PORTO RICO. 


MAYA QUEZ. 
Cc. E. Foote. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 
Capo. 


SAN JUAN. 
Frank Antonsanti. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Cooney & Cahill. 
Thomas Z. Lee. 
Frank J. Rivelli. 
Fred Rueckert. 


WFESTERLY. . 
Nathan B. Lewis. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


ANDERSON. 
Bonham. Watkins & 
Alle 
Claude B. Earle. 


BARNW ELL. 
Jas. E. Davis. 


BLACKVI1LE. 
A. H. Ninestein. 


CHARLESTON. 
Mitchell & Smith. 
Mordecai & Gadsden. 
Louis M. Shimel. 


CONWAY. 
J. O. Norton. 





COLUMBIA. 
Barron, McKa 
Frierson & Mot- 


— “a. Duncan 
Bellinger. 
W. H. Townsend. 


DARLINGTON. 
Robert Macfarlan. 


GREENVILLE. 

W. J. Haynsworth. 
B. F. Martin. 
J. C. Turner, Jr. 


L = > 4 # 
J. F. Keown. 


MULLINS. 
W. B. Norton. 


RIDGELAND. 
H. Klugh Purdy. 


SPARTANBURG. 
James C. Otts. 


WALHALLA. 
R. T. Jaynes. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ee 
M. Branson. 
& N. Williamson. 


BELLE FOURCHE. 
lL. M. Simons. 


BRITTON. 
Bryan Abbott. 


BROOKINGS. 
M. E. Culhane. 


CLARK. 
Oliver H. Ames. 
R. A. Dunham. 


DALLAS. 
E. O. Patterson. 


DEADWOOD. 
R. C. Hayes. 
John R. Russell. 


DELL RAPIDS. 
G. R. Krause. 


GEDDES. 
R. J. Scoville. 


GREGORY. 
Ww. J. Hooper. 


HURON. 
A. K. Gardner. 


LEAD. 
Chambers Kellar. 


John Walsh. 


MILBANK. 


Thos. L. Bouck. 
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MITCHELL. 
Herbert E. Hitch- 
cock. 


PHILIP. 
Philip & Waggoner. 


PLANKINTON. 
Donald Fellows. 


PRESHO. 
F. L. Wederath. 
RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 


REDFIELD. 
W. F. Bruell. 


SIOUX FALLS. 
F. R. Aikens. 
Chas. P. Bates. 
Martin Bergh. 
U. S&S. G. Cherry. 


R. W. Pariiman. 


WATERTOWN. 
Clay Carpenter. 


YANKTON 
Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
Frank 8S. Carden. 
Floyd Wstiil. 

Geo. D. Lancaster. 
Spears & spears. 
boyd W. Hargraves. 
J. L. Levine. 

L. F. Wilkerson. 
Joe V. Williams. 


ow CREEK. 
D. A. Wood. 


FRANKLIN. 
P. B. Cox. 


GREENVILLE. 
Susong & Biddle. 


HARRIMAN. 
Horace M. Carr. 


HOHENWALD., 
Edw. B. Henslee. 


HUNTSVILLE. 
Wm. York. 


JEFFERSON CITY. 
J. C. Lambdin, 


JELLICO. 
John J. Jennings. 
Cc. A. Templeton. 


JOHNSON CITY. 
te F. Miller. 
G. Morison. 


KINGSPORT. 
Barnes, Worley & 
Dodson. 
F. J. Heazel. 





KNOXVILLE. 
Lewis M. G. Baker. 
Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
Thos. J. Cline. 


Arthur E. Dunsmore. 


John W. Green. 
Lindsley, Young & 
Donaldson. 
Jas. A. Meek. 
Norman B. Morrell. 
Roy H. Beeler. 
Hon. Jos. C. Higgins. 
Harley G. Fowler. 


Pickle, Turner, Ken- 
nedy & Cate. 

L. D. Smith. 

Steinmetz & 
Mitchell, 

W. P. Washburn. 

oO. L. White. 


Many VILLE. 
. Cates. 


MEMPHIS. 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
Rowan Greer. 
Allen Hughes, 
Cc. W. Metcalf. 
Wright & Wright. 


MILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 


NASHVILLE. 
Robin J. Cooper. 
R. B. C. Howell. 

Claude Waller. 


NEWPORT. 
W. D. McSween. 


UNION CITY. 
W. H. Swiggart. 


WINCHESTER. 
Geo. E. Banks 


ALPINE. 
W. Van Sickle. 


| AUSTIN. 


Thelbert Martin, 


BEAUMONT. 
Tom J. Russell. 


BROWNSVILLE. 
Jos. K. Wells. 


a CHRISTI. 
E. Kramer. 


ae yn 
B. Cobb. 
W. A. Tarver. 


DALLAS. 
WwW. S. Bramlett. 
Geo. Clifton Ed- 

wards. 
Henry C. Coke. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 





DALLAS. 

Harry P. Lawther. 
Seay & Seay. 

H. G. Robertson. 
U. F. Short. 

M. W. Townsend. 


DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan. 


EL PASO. 
Caldwell & Sweeney 
John L, Dyer. 
Hon. P. R. Price. 
Turner, Culwell, 
Holliday & Pol- 
lard. 


FT. WORTH. 
Capps & Canty. 
P. W. Brown. 
Geo. Q. McGown. 
R. M, Rowland. 
John W. Wray. 
George Thompson. 
Il. A. Wynn. 
Poulter & Johnson. 
John M. Scott. 


GALVESTON. 
James W. Hayman. 
James B. & Charles 

J. Stubbs. 
Bryan F. Williams, 


GARLAND. 
Newton P. Morrison. 


GREENVILLE. 
Dinsmore, McMahon 
& Dinsmore. 


HALLETSVILLE. 
Chas. Fertsch. 


HEARNE 
J. F. Lane. 


HEMPSTEAD. 
R. E, Tompkins. 


HENDERSON. 
Clifford L. Stone. 


HOUSTON. 
L. E. Blankenbecker 
Chas. Culmore. 
B. F. Louis. 
Otto Taub. 
Presley K. Ewing. 
Harry K. Freeman. 
D. Edward Greer. 
Harris & Harris. 
J. W. Lockett. 
John G. Logue. 
John W. Parker. 


HUNTSVILLE. 
O. F. Wolff. 


LIVINGSTON. 
J. C. Feagin. 
Jas. E. Hill. 


MARLIN. 
Hon. Geo. H. Carter. 


MARSHALL. 
F. H. Prendergast. 


MERIDIAN. 
Jas. M. Robertson. 





MONTAGUE. 
Hon. Homer B. 
Latham. 


ORANGE. 
Tom C, Stephenson. 


ai ARTHUR. 
J. K. Bracken. 


A. W. Dycus. 


SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
John H. Bickett, Jr. 
Douglas Cater. 
Charles Dittmar. 
Graham Dowuell. 
Thos. H. Franklin. 
Yale Hicks. 

Geo. W. Huntress. 

I L. Kampman. 

T. J. Murray. 

Solon Stewart. 

Terrell, Walthall & 
Terrell. 


’ SANDERSON, 
a T. 


Folsom. 


SHERMAN. 
Jesse F. Holt. 
J. A. L. Wolfe. 


SILVERTON. 
J. E. Daniel. 


STEPHENSVILLE, 
B. E. Cook. 


TEXARKANA. 
R. W. Rogers. 


WACO. 
D. A. 
WwW. M. 


Kelley. 
Sleeper. 


WHEELER. 
J. B. Reynolds. 


UTAH. 


FILLMORE. 
T. M. Ivory. 


HEBE 
ay Hatch. 


LOGAN. 
J. C. Walters. 


Yr Halverson. 

G. Horn. 
ry H. Hollingsworth. 
W. R. Skeen. 


SALT LAKE CITY. 
G. W. Bartch. 
Booth, Lee, Badger 

& Rich. 
E. B. Critchlow. 
H. R. Macmillan. 
Hon, Thos. 
Marioneaux. 


Benner x. Smith. 
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SALT LAKE CITY. 
Ray Van Cott. 





i 


VERMONT. 


BETHEL. 
Guy Wilson, 


BRANDO 
John a ‘Buttles. 


BURLINGTON. 
Martin S. Vilas. 






CHELSEA. 
Hon. Geo. L. Stow. 


HARDWICK. 


MONTPELIER. 
Fred Laird. 
Geo. B. Young. 


NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & 
Plumley. 


ST. ALBANS. 
Geo. Hogan. 


JOHNSBURY. 
Blodgett. 


ST. 
Harry 


VERGENNES. 
F. L. Fish 
VIRGINIA. 


BIG STONE GAP. 
Morison, 
Robertson. 








EASTVILLE. 
Stanley Scott. 


BERRISOKBURG. 
D. . Dechert. 


HOPEWELL. 
Jesse G. Brown. 
W. H. Daniel. 
J. Toomer Garrow. 


JONESVILLE. 
M. G. Ely. 
LAWRENCEVILLE, 


Marshall R. Peter- 
son. 

Turnbull & Turn- 
bull. 






} LEXINGTON. 
4 H. St. George 
Tucker. 


MARION. 
Geo. F. Cook. 


| NORFOLK. 
, 4 Danie! Coleman. 
, Sargeant & Sar- 
geant. 


Waldemar Van Cott. 
Richard W. Young. 


Hon. W. O. Taylor. 


Morison & 








NORFOLK. 
Thomas W. 


PETERSBURG. 


Hamilton & Mann. 


Paul Pettit. 


Plummer & Bohan- 


nan. 


RICHMOND. 
Geo. Brvan. 
A. R. Kershaw. 
A. W. Patterson. 


Lawrence P. Pool. 


Robt. E. Scott. 
Thos. A. Talley. 


J. McD. Wellford. 


Staples & Cocke. 
Roy B. Smith. 


WA RRENTON. 
Wm. Horgan. 


WASHINGTON. 


BREMERTON. 
Peters & Dakin. 


CATHLAMET. 
William Stuart. 


COTWVILLE. 
W. Lon Johnson. 
oO. W. Noble. 


/EVERETT. 
Cc. W. Jordan. 


ay 
E. A. Philbrick. 


LIND. 
F. E. Allison. 


MT. VERNON. 
Hurd & Hurd. 


NEWPORT. 
Chas, H. Leavy. 


NORTH YAKIMA. 
I. J. Bounds. 


Ok, ANOGAN. 
H. eal. 


OLYMPIA. 
Thos. M. Vance. 


OTHELLO. 
Chas. 


PASCO. 
L. D. Eustus. 


PATEROS. 


Chas. T. Borg. 


PORT TOWNSEND. 
A. R. Coleman. 


REPUBLIC. 
Jas. T. Johnson. 


Shelton. 
J. McBryde Webb. 


F. Coleman. 


SEATTLE. 
Edward Brady. 
Brightman & 

Tennant. 

Vivian M. Carkeek. 
Carver & Slattery. 
Eugene A. Childe. 
Cc. S. Claypool. 
Cassius E. Gates. 
Wilson R. Gay 
Carroll B. Graves. 
James B. Howe. 
McClure & 
Fred H. Peterson. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts. 
Thos. R. Shepard. 
Harold Preston. 







SOTITH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 


SFDRO-WOOLLEY. 
F. D. Carson. 


SPOKANE. 

Ovccar Cain. 

Wm. E. Jones. 

Nuzum, Clark & 
Nuzum. 

J R_tT.irdsley. 

Fred Miller. 

Wm. A. Monten. 

F. T. Post. 

Jos. Rosslow, 
Cc. Shine. 


TACOMA. 

Chas. O. Rates. 

Col B. W. Coiner. 

G. W FH. Davis, 

oar ee & Fvans. 
. A Langhorne. 

Tana & Lund 

Ravmond J. MeMil- 
lan. 

Sullivan & 
Christian. 


WENATCHER. 
A. N. Corbin. 
G. G. Hannon. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BUCKHANNON. 
Wm, S. O’Brien. 


CHARLESTON. 

Leo. T.oeb. 

Mollahan, McClintic 
& Mathews. 

Harry F. Penhale. 

Price, Smith. Spil- 
man & Clay. 

M. F. Stiles. 

Hon. Ira E. Robin- 
son. 


CLARKSBURG. 
Stephen G. Jackson. 


a 2 
E. A. Bowers. 
H. G. Kump. 


HARRISVILLE. 
Homer Adams. 


HUNTINGTON. 
Campbell, Brown & 
Davies. 
Enslow. Fitzpatrick, 
. & Baker. 








McClure. 





HUNTINGTON. 
Vinson & Thompson. 
Geo. 8S. Wallace. 

Cc. 8. Welch. 
















LEWISBURG. 
Hon. Charles & 
Dice. 








MARLINGTON. 
L. M. McClintic. 









PARKERSBURG. 
F. P. Moats, 
Van Winkle & 












POTNT PLEASANT. 
Hon. Chas. E. Hogg. 









PINEVILLE. 
W. Clyde 


WHEFLING. 
G R. C. Allen. 
McCamic & Clarke. =. 
J. Bernard Handlan. =< 





Senter. By 











WIT.LIAMSON. 
Hon. James Damron. 








WISCONSIN. 







ASHLA NT. aq 
M. E. Dillon. a 
Allan T. Pray. 






AUGTUISTA, 
Johnston, Baker & 
Gilbertson, 








BURLINGTON. 
Cc. O. Bergener. 







COLBY. 
F. A. Jackson. 






ag ¥ 





EAST MIT.WAUKEE. 
Joe E. Cordes. 











ELT.SWORTH. 
John E. Foley. 






ELROY. 
Henry 





Cc. Rowan. & 










GRAND RAPIDS. E: 
Chas. E. Briere. F 
Goggins & Brazeau. 








GREEN BAY. a 
Minahan & Minahan. — 









HARTFORD. 
Sawyer & Sawyer. 













HORICON. : 
W. H. Markham. ao 







HUDSON. coal 
Baker & Haven. . i. 









LA CROSSE. 
Geo. H. Gordon. 
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MADISON. ; 
Hon. J. C. Kerwin. 
M. D. Larson. 

. A. Madigan. 
. A. P. Morris. 
y. Cc. Richmond. 


MANITOWOC. 
Emil Baensch. 


MAZOMANIE. 
S. A. Madigan. 


MERRILL. 
Runke & Naffz. 


MILWAUKEE. 
Bohmrick & Gabel. 
Bloodgood, Kemper 

& Bloodgood. 
Harvey M, Burns. 
Ulrich Hiller. 

Ed C. Gottry. 

A. J. Hedding. 

Jos. B. Hirschburg. 
Wm. A. Kiatte. 
Robt. R. Freeman. 
N. B. Neelen. 

Rix & Barney. 

J. E. Roehr. 

Van Dyke & Van 

Dyke. 

Henry VockKe. 

Clifton Williams. 

Moritz Wittig, Jr. 
OSHKOSH. 


John W. Hume. 
M. H. Eaton. 


PLYMOUTH. 
H 


J. Rooney. 





PORTAGE. 
Daniel H. Grady. 


PORT WASHINGTON. 
Wm. F. Schanen. 


PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 


Hon. W. R. Graves. 


RACINE. 
Chas. Krenzke. 


ae ANDER, 
Minahan. 
EE F. Smith. 


RICE LAKE. 
James Robbins. 


SHEBOYGAN. 
Wm. B. Collins. 
Paul T. Krez. 


SPOONER. 
S. A. Barrett. 


rae. 
D. E. Roberts. 


WATERTOWN. 
John G. Conway. 


WAUKESHA. 
V. H. Tichenor. 


WEST SUPERIOR. 


Crownhart & Foley. 


W. M. Steele. 





WYOMING. 


cagrae. 
W. B. Holliday. 
John W. Whelan. 


CHEYENNE. 
W. C. Kinkead. 
Herbert V. Lacey. 
Hilliard S. Ridgely. 


Lage. 
Cc. P. Arnold. 


NEW CASTLE. 


Hon. E. C. Raymond. 


RAWLINS. 
Chas. E. Blyden- 
burgh, 


SHERIDAN. 
D. P. B. Marshall. 
bb 
Cc. H. Harkins. 
CANADA. 
HARTLAND 
M. L. Hayward. 


OTTAWA. 
M. J. Griffin. 
H. H. Bligh. 





QUEBEC. : * 


lL. A. Taschereau. 


MONTREAL: 
Victor E. Mitchell. 


HALIFAX. 
S. Jenks. 
H. Mellish. 


CHINA. 


SHANGHATL. 
J, O. Anderson. 


TURIN. 
Fratelli Bocci. 


NEW ZEALAND. 


WELLINGTON. 
F. Harrison. 


SCOTLAND. 


GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackay. 














